



DONATED 

BY 




• * • 





M.A. (PSYCHO ): M.A. (POL. SC.): PUNJAB 

I..L B. ALLAHBAD 


Ad voca.te 


Supreme Court of India 


High Court of J & K State 

9B, R, C. ROAD, PRATAP PARK. 
SRINAGAR (KASHMIR. 


A 


< 

* 



k 


^ 0 . 

Th, H ^ S L , P 

last sta'mpeT 7"f,n'/ “rio 7 •*'’" 


1 



V 




REPORTS OF CASES 

HEARD AND DETERMINED 

BY 

THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE, 

▲KD 

* 

THE LO'RDS 

OP 

HER majesty's MOST HONOURABLE 

PRIVY COUNCIL, 

ON 

APPEAL FROM THE SUPREME AND SUDDER DEWANNY 

COURTS 

IN 

THE EAST INDIES. 


BY EDMUND F. MDORE, ESQ., 

BARRISTER -AT-L AW. 


VOL. VIII. 
1859 — 61 . 


LONDON : 

V. A R. STEVENS, SONS, AND HAYNES, 

BOOKSELIXBS AND PUBU8U£RS, 

BELL YARD, LINCOLN'S INN. 



REPRlNTWl AT THE MADRAS DAW JOL'RKAI- PRESS, MYLAPOBE, MADRAS, 
WITH THE PERMISSION OP MESSRS. STEVENS & SONS, LONDON. 



1 nl 

t-.,V 'V - V 


■ TT ; 'F 

- .t V 

t,. ,r 3> 


% 


LONDON: rRINTED BY WOODKALL AND KINDER, 
ANUEL COURT, SKINNER STREET. 


LIST 


. OF THE 

* 

JUDICIAL COJMjMITTEE 

OF 

HER MAJESTY’?:; MOST HONOURABLE 

PEIVY COUNCIL, 

ESTABUSllKU BV THE IjIJD & Ifil Wlf^L. IV., c. 41 , 

FOR HEARING AND REPORTING ON APPEALS TO HER MAJESTY 

IN COUNCIL. 


1859 — 61 . 


The Earl Granville, Lord Prcisideiit. 

The Duke of Bucvlcuyh, foniiorly Lord President. 

1 he Marquis of Lansdownc, formerly Lord President (d( 

C63b6Cl ) » 

The Earl Lonsilalc, formerly Lord President. 

Lord cafOiir!/, Lord High Chaneellor of (ireHt Britain 

Lord L,,ndhur,i, foriiifilv Lord lli^di riiaiiocllor ol' Ureal 
Lritauj (deceased). 

Lord Brouyham, lornierJy Lord fl.aiicellor of Ureat 

t&in» « * • 

Lord Cranworlh. formerly Lord High (.haiicellor of Ureat 

Britain. 

Lord St. Uunarth, formerly Lord High Chaneellor of Ureat 
Britain. 

Britain ^<>■•'“'-■‘■1.'' Lord High Chancellor of Ureat 



List op the jitdicial committee. 


I 

IV 


Lord Wensleydalc, formerly one of the Barons of the Court 
of Exchequer. 


Lord Kingsdown, Chancellor of tlie Duchv of Cornwall. 

• ft 

The Right Hon. Thomas Erskivc, formerly one of the Judges 
of the Court of Common Pleas. 

The Right Hon. Stephen Lu}ihingio77, D.C.L., Judge of the 
Admiralty Court. 

The Right Hon. Sir James Lewis Kiiight Rr»re, Knt., one of 
the Lords Justices of the Court of Appeal in Chancery. 

The Right Hon. Sir James Wigram, Knt., formerly one of 
the Vice-Chancellors. 


The Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryaii, Knt., foimierly Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court at Calcutta. 

The Right Hon. Sir Frederick Pollock, Knt., Lord Chief 
Baron of the Court of Exchequer. 

The Right Hon. Sir John Romilly, Knt., Master of the 
Rolls. 

The Right Hon. Sir George James Tardier, Knt., one of the 
Lords Justices of the Court of Appeal in Chancery. 

J. K. Cockhurn, Bart., Lord 
Chief Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench. 


XIon. Sir Cresswell Cresswell, Knt., Judge of Her 
Majesty s Court of Pi’obate and Divorce (deceased). 

The Right lion. Sir John Taylor Cole ridge, Kut., late one of 
the Judges of the Court of Queen’s Bench. 


of t": coSi 


Assessors. 


The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, Knt., formerly 
Justice of the Supreme Court at Calcutta. 

The Right Hon. Sir James VUiUUim Colvile, Knt., late 
Justice of the Supreme Court at Calcutta. 


Chief 

Chief 



A 

TABLE 

OF 

THE CASES REPORTED 

IN THIS VOLUME. 


Fage 

Alagoo Moottoo Servagareii, Vencataswara Yettiapah 

Naicker v. . . . . . . . . 327 

Anundmohun Pal Chowdhoory a. Kishen Chunder Ban- 

neoea . . . . . . . . . . 353 

Azim Ali Beg, Salik Ram v. . . . . 270 

Baboo Nund Loll Singh, Maharajah Koowur Baboo Ni- 

trasur Singh . . . . . . . . 399 

Bebee Doss, Mohun Lall Sookul v. . . . . 193^ 492 

Bejoy Eishen Dass, Lamb v. 427 

Bengal, The Government of, Mussumat Shurruffu- 

toonnissa v, . . . . 225 

Brooks, Kerakoose v. ^ . . 339 

Cavaly Vencata Narrainapah, The Collector of Masuli- 

patam v. . . ... . . _ 500^ 529 

Chetty Colnm Comara Vencatachella Reddyer v. Rajah 

Bungasawmy Streeraunth Jyengar Bahadoor . . 319 

Ghbndermonee Debia Chowdhoorayn v. Munmoheenee 

Debia . , . . . . 477 

g^hrane, Gregory v. . . . . . . , . 275 


<£ * 






VI 


TABLE OF CASES REPORTED. 


Pago 

Doorp'a Doss Chowdry r. Ramanaiith Cho^dry . . 262 

Doorjrapersand Roy Chowdry v. Tarapersaud Roy 

Chowdry . . . . . . . • 308 

Eshan Chnnder Chowdhooreo, Golaub Koonwnrree 

Bebee v. . . . . . . . - . • 447 

East Bnrdwan. The Collector of. Joykissen Mookerjea v. 265 

East India Company, Doe dem., Sreemntty Anundomo- 

hey Dossee v. . . . . . . . . 43 

Fischer v. Kamala Naicker . . . . . . . . 170 

Gerisehnnder Lahore, AFussiimat Kripomoye Debia i>. . . 467 


Golaub Koonwnrree Bebee v. Eshan Chnnder Chowd- 


hooree . . . . . . . . 447 

Gooroopersad Khoond v. Jn^prutehnnder . . . . 166 

Gourmohnn Gossain. Ra.imohun Gossain i*. . . . . 91 

Gourmoney Debia v. Khaja Abdool Gunny . . . . 268 

Grepfory r. Cochrane . . . . . . . . 275 

Guneschunder, Maharajah Sutteesehunder Roy v. 164 

Joykissen Mookerjea v. The Collector of East Bnrdwan 265 

Jup:p:utchunder, Gooroopersad Khoond r. . . . . 166 

Kamala Naicker, Fischer v. . . . . . . 170 

Kerakoose Brooks . . . . . . . . 339 

Khaja Abdool Gunny, Gourmoney Debia i*. . . . . 268 

Kishen Chnnder Bannerjea, Anundmohun Pal Chowd- 

hoory v. . . , . . . . . . . 358 

Lamb v. Bejoy Kishen Dass . . 427 

Luckmee Chund v. Zorawur Mull . . . . 291 

Luteefut-oon-Nissa, Moonshee Bnznl-nl-Raheem v. . . 379 


Maharajah Koowur Baboo Nitrasnr Sinprh v. Baboo 

Nund Loll Singh . . . . . . . . 199 

^laharajah Sutteesehunder Roy v. Guneschunder . . 164 


Maharajah Sutteesehunder Roy v. Sreemntty Ranee 

Surnomoyee .. .. .. ..165 


Mahomed Banker Hoossain Khan v. 
Begum 


Masseyk, Ram Gopal Mookerjea v. 
Masulipatam, The Collector of, 
Narrai^pah 


V. 


• « 


Shurfoon Nissa 

• ■ . . 186 

239 

Cavaly Vencata 

500, 529 



TABLE OF CASES REPOKTEO. vii 

Page 

Mirza Jehan, Nowab Tajdur Baboo . . (Note) 274 

Mohun Lall Sookul r*. Bebee Doss 190. 492 

Moonshee Buzubiil-Rahoem r. Luteefiit-oon-Nissa . . 079 

Munmoheenee Debia, Cluindermonee Debia Chowd- 

hoorayn v. .. . . . . . . 477 

Mussumat Kripomoye Debia v. Oerisehnnder T^ahore . . 467 

Mussiimat Shurriiffiitoonnissa, The Bengal Government i'. 225 

Myna Boyee v. Oottaram . . . . . . . . 400 

Nowab Tajdur Baboo v. Mirza Jehan . . (Note) 274 

Omanath Chowdry i*. Sheikh Nujeeh Chowdi y . . 49.S 

Oottaram, Myna Boyee . . . 400 

Pertaub Sing, Ranee Birjobuttee v. . . 160 

Rajah Rungasawmy Streemiinth Jyengar Bahadoor, 

Chetty Colum Comara Veneataehella Reddyer r, 019 

Rajendro Dult, Rogers v. . . 103 

Rajmohun Gossain i\ Gourmohun Gossain . . 91 

Ramanauth Chowdry, Doorga Doss Chowdry r, . . 262 

Ram Gopal Mookerjea v. Masseyk . . 239 

Ranee Birjobuttee v. Pertaub Sing 160 

Rogers v. Rajendro Dutt . . . . , . 103 

Salik Ram v. Azim Ali Beg 270 

Sheikh Nujeeb Chowdry, Omanath Chowdry ?•. . . 498 

Nissa Begum, Mahomed Banker Ilossain 
Khan v. .. ..136 

Sonatun Bysaek v. Sreemutty Juggutsoondree Dossee .. 66 

Sreemutty Anundomohey Dossee v. Doe dem. The East 

India Company . . _ 43 

Sreemutty Juggutsoondree Dossee, Sonatun Bysack v. 66 

Sreemutty Ranee Siirnomoyee r. Maharajah Siittee- 

sehunder Roy . . . . . . 165 

Sumbhoolall Girdhurlall v. The Collector of Surat . . 1 

Surat, The Collector of, Sumbhoolall Girdhurlall v. . , 1 

Tarapersaud Roy Chowdry, Doogapersaiid Roy Chow- 

^ry V. .. . . . . 308 

Veneataswara Yettiapah Naicker v. Alagoo Mooftoo 

Servagaren . . 327 

Zoramur Hull, Luckmee Chund r, . , 291 



Acc. No. Call No. 

DATE SLIP 

“This book was issued from the Library on the date 
last stamped. A fine of 10 PaUe will be charged for 
each day the book is kept over -due'*. 




CASES 

IN 

THE PRIVY COUNCIL 

ON APPEAL FROM 

THE EAST INDIES. 


SuMBHooLALL G1BDHURILA1.L - _ _ Appellant , 

AND 

The Collector of Surat and \ 
Nusserwanjee Pestonjee - - 

. 

On appeal from the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut at 

Bombay. 


Uan^UlUy-mtc- 

«Wxc£,."..r„":u-s SS7. r;s i't—j,."'" 

received and applied the aecrLg ’paymS to 

illegal, on the ground of the inalienable character of Toro® poraS' ®a®ud 

In this case the question at issue related to the 
claim qf the Appellant to a certain interest in land in 

-The Bight 

St K;an^‘"'’‘ -0 t-e 

The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel. 

vin— a * 


Ijlh, 

19th. & 
20lh July, 
1859. 


iLii'-' 


2 


CASES IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL 


% 



SUMIJHOO- 

LALL 

OlRDHUk- 

LAI.L 

V. 

The 

COLLEClOU 

OF 

Suk.vr. 


secoiully, acting upon the maxim, **ca\'eat emplor,** refused to order the 
.pulgment creditor to return tl>e purchase-monev. Upon appeal such 
(lociec reversed by tlie Judicial Committee by reason,— 

First, that Torn f/aran was alienable, and capable of being attached 
and sold in satisfaction of a decree ; and 

Secondly, that the decree was erroneous, as it would be manifestly 
unjust to deprive the purchaser of the purchase-monev in the event of 
the sale being treated ns a nullity. 

Although the amount at is.sue was under Rs. 5,000, the appealable 
value, a sjjecial appeal was admitted by the Sudder Dewanny Adaiohtt from 
a decree of the Court. The sitting Judge upon the appeal, acting 

nm 01 tlie Act. No. TTT. of 1843, then in force, amended the certificate of 
the points at issue in the procoeding.s before the ZiUoh Judge bv adding 
tnrther points. T i>on the pvoeeodings coming before the full Court of the 
Siuldn- Dru'onuy Aihnrhit that Court ordered the certificate to be further 
amended. After these proceedings had taken place. Act, No. XVI. of 

whereby the Act, No. III. of 1843, relating to special 
appeals, was repealed. Ry section 3 of the Act No. XVI. of 1853, power 

AdowJut to determine appeals without 
lefeionce to the points certified. Held, that under that Act, the whole 

siihjpct at issue at the last hearing upon appeal was open to the Suddei‘ 
rourt N ronsidernhoii. * 

■•'ppral«l from rovcrswl with all the costa the piirehnaer had 

h^ eveln/n ' r. P'''“'‘’”'"'p a«<f «poii appeal. The coats of 

ho exeeut.on ere.Utov ordered to be paid by the porehaser, and charged 

h\ him in his costs against the Coveniment, 

The ]mrchaser was kept out of the annual payment for upwards of 
twenty years, the Government being in receipt of the Toras narag. Held 

evidence that such annual payments had been 
paid into Pour ) that the purchaser was entitled to simple intere.st at 
t \ late allowed hy the Courts in India on the arrears due when the suit 
was brought, and on each subsetiuent payment when it accrued due. 


Guzeraf in Bombay, called Tora yarast hnh (a), which 
ho had purchased at an execution sale by the Sheriff, 


(a) In Guzerat, in the Presidency of Bombay, before that Pro- 
vince came, at the beginning of the present century, under the 
dominion of the British Government in India, predatory marauders 
were in the habit of plundering the village.s ; and, as the rulibg 
power was not strong enough to afford protection against such attacks, 
the villagers entered into agi-eements with the rohI)er.s to pay tliem a 
species of black mail, as the price of their refraining from plunder, 
and also as the purchase of their assistance in case the villages were 
attacked hy other depredators. These payments were called “ Tora 
r.ra. - and the recipients were styled i, ^^fined 

in ir,7..onV Glossary to he «« Iiereditary claim to a small portion 
(n monthful) of the produce of „ village or village., by vario,,., 
ItnjpoBi chief,, granted them by the local Goveimment in remtmera- 
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made under a decree of Court of Sttrat ; or, in the alter- 1859. 
native, if the sale could not be sustained, a further sumbhoo- 
question arose, whether the purchase-money paid by girdhur- 
him into Court ought not to bo refunded. 


LALL 

2 /. 

The 


The principal points raised in the Court below 

*• • Oi* 

and at issue in the appeal were, first, wliether a Tora 
garas link (a species of hereditary local tenure in Bom- 
hay) was subject to attachment and sale by the Sheriff, 
like other species of property, in execution of a decree 
of a Civil Court ; secondly, whctlier the Government 
Collector, who received from the villagers and paid to 
the proprietors of the Tora garafi periodically the 
money in respect thereof, was justified in refusing 
to register the name of the Appellant as purchaser 
and transferee, and to pay him the money received ; 
and, thirdly, whether in the event of the first ques- 
tion being decided in the negative, and the second 
in the affirmative, the Appellant as purchaser at the 
8heriff\s sale of the Torafi garas huh, had any claim 
for reimbursement against the Respondent, Nusser- 
wanjee Pestonjee, the execution creditor, out of the 
nett proceeds of the sale paid to him by tlie Sheriff 
in satisfaction of the decree passed in his favour in 
a suit brought by him against the then Grassio. 

The facts of the case were as follows: — 

The Respondent, Nnssef'wanjee Pestonjee, having 
in the year 1839, obtained a decree against one 
Bharmulsmigjee Kooversimgjee, in the Court of the 

tion of military service, and commuted for a pecuniary payment out 
of the revenue paid by the villagers.” A fixed payment made tn 
iwlitary and predatory chiefs in Gu-erat and Malwa, especially in 
lieu of lands held by them, nr in purchase of their refraining from 

plunder. 

B 2 
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SUMBHOO* 

LALL 

GIRDHUR’ 

LALL 

V. 

The 

Collector 

OF 

Surat. 


Principal S}tf!(ler Ameen of Surat, for the sum of 
Its. 12,145, applied, pursuant to the provisions of 
Peg. TV. of 1827, ch. siv. of the Bomhay Code of Pro- 
cedure, sec. Ixiii., clauses 1, 2, for the attachment and 
sale of certain Tara yaras, of the Pergunnah of Orpad, 
amounting to Ps. 347. 13 a., which belonged to 
Bharmnlsuugjee Kooversungjee. An application was 
afterwards made to the Court by Bharmulsungjee Koo- 
verstmgjee to stay the sale for six months, to enable 
him to make an arrangement to discharge the decree, 
but the Court declined to make any order. The pro- 
perty was accordingly attached, and proclamation 
having been made, without any adverse claim having 
been preferred, the Tora garas was sold by auction to 
the Appellant, for the sum of Ps. 3,430, which amount 
he paid into Court. The Judke of the Court there- 
upon executed the usual instrument of sale, dated 
the 23rd of January, 1840, assigning the Tora garas 
to the Appellant, and the Nazir of the Court paid 
over the purchase-money to the Respondent, Nus- 
serwanjee Pestonjee, in accordance with the ordinary 
practice. 

The Collector of Surat being in receipt of the 
revenue of the Pergumiah of Orpad, out of which the 
Tora garas was payable, the Appellant to complete 
his purchase and enable him to receive the Tora 
garas, applied to him to order the Mamlutdar to 
enter the Appellant's name as the owner of the Tora 
garas, and to pay the same to him yearly. Upon 
this, an order was issued by the Collector as re- 
quested ; but the Mamlutdar having made a report 
to the Collector that the Tora garas ought not to 
have been taken from Bharmulsungjee, the Appellant's 
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name was not entered as owner, nor was the Tora 
garas paid over to him, the amount being paid into 
the Q-oveniment treasury. 


1859. 

SUMBHOO- 

LALL 

GlkUHUR- 


The Appellant, on the 22ncl of July, 1840, pre- 
sented a petition to the Judge of the Zillah Court of collector 
Surat, for redress, upon which the Judge ordered a sorat. 
communication to be addressed to the Collector to 


enter the Appellant’s name as the owner thereof, and 
to pay the same to him accordingly. The Collector, 
however, reported to the Revenue Commissioners that 
the Appellant’s purchase-money should be refunded 
to him, with interest, out of the public treasury, and 
that the Tora garas should be appropriated to Go- 
vernment, or that the Appellant’s name should be 


entered as the owner of il. The Appellant then 
applied to the Revenue Commissioners, when he was 
informed, in reply, that a reference had been made 
to Government on the subject, and that an answer 
would be communicated on receipt of the final orders 
of Government. The Appellant having been at last 
informed by the Collector of Surat that his remedy 
was to file a suit to substantiate his claim, appealed 
to the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut of Bombay for re- 
dress ; but on the 28th of February, 1843, that 
Court Ukewise left it to the Appellant to file a suit on 
the civil side of the Court to estabhsh his right. 


Accordingly, on the 16th of October, 1843, the 
Appellant filed a plaint in the Zillah Court of Surat, 
agamst the Respondents, insisting that Tora garas 
had been repeatedly sold, and that the purchasers 
were in the enjoyment of the produce thereof, and 
praying that the Collector might be ordered to enter 
Oie Tora garas purchased by the Appellant, amount- 
W to the yearly sum of Rs. 347. 13 a., in his 
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SUMBHOO- 

LALL 

Girdhuk- 

LALL 

V. 

the 

COLLEClOK 

OF 

Surat. 


name, according to the Bill of sale, and to pay him 
the arrears accrued for the preceding four years, 
amounting to Rs. 1,391. 4 a., or, that if it should 
appear to the Court, that the Respondent, '^usser- 
ivaujee Pestonjee, caused the Tora garas to be im- 
properly sold, then that he might be ordered to refund 
to the Appellant the sum of Rs. 4,821. 4 a., being the 
amount of the purchase-money and interest for four 
years. 


The Collector of Surat by his answer alleged, that 
from the origin of Tora garas^ the Grassia people 
used to levy certain Huks and necessaries from the 
cultivators, in order that they should not oppress the 
\illagers by plundering, &c. ; and that it was the 
pleasure of the cultivators whether they paid the 
same or not ; that they did not receive that Uuk by 
means of an order on the part of Government, or by 
means of any sitnnuds. That after the English Govern- 
ment took the country, an agreement was entered into 
that the Graatsias were to receive the Uuk from the Go- 
vernment treasury and not from the villagers, in order 
that the \-illagers should not suffer any oppression ; 
and that the custom had hitherto been to pay the 
Uuk to the Granisias alone. That the Government 
had not agreed to pay the Uuk to any one else, for, 
by so doing, the agreement made by the Government 
would be broken ; because, if the Grassiaa got nothing 
to eat, they would again begin to plunder ; that the 
Government would then suffer loss, and the villagers 
would suffer oppression. That the Government had 
settled the personal property of the Grassias, and, if 
that property did not reach them, the claim of the 
Government to the same existed ; that, even if Tora 
garas. hi\d been sold as alleged in the plaint, the right 
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of the Goveniment was not done away with, because 
it was agreed to pay the Eiik to the Grassias alone. 

The Eespondent, Nusserwanjea Pestonjee, by his 

answer admitted the material facts stated in the 

plaint, and submitted that he was improperly made 

a party to the suit, and that it was contrary to the 

Regulations to sue him ; for as the Appellant had 

admitted that the Tora garas was regularly sold, he 

should have sued the Collector alone to recover the 

amount of it which had been paid into the Govern- 
ment treasury. 


The Appellant replied to both answers, stating that 
if any objections to the sale had appeared to the Col- 
lector, he should have filed a suit as soon as the 
property was attached, and have caused the sale to 
be stayed according to the provisions of the Regula- 
tions ; and that not having done so, the objection that 
the Tora garas was not saleable ought not now to be en- 
tertained ; and, in answer to the objection of the Re- 
spondent, Niisserwanjee Pestonjee, stated that so long 
as the Appellant’s name was not entered in the books 
of the Collector, the Appellant’s claim against the 
Respondent, Niisserwanjee Pestonjee, was valid, as he 
had caused the Tora garas to be sold, and had re- 
ceived the purchase-money, and that when judicial 
sales were avoided, the Court always directed the 
purchase-money to be refunded to the purchaser, 
whereupon the decree, for the satisfaction of which 
the property was sold, remained in force. 


Evidence was adduced on behalf of the Appellant, 
which established that judicial sales had been made of 
other Tora garas in the Pergumiah of Orpad, one of 
Which had been enforced in a suit in the civil Court 
urai, and that other sales had been recognised 
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SUMBHOO- 

lai.l 

Girdhur 

LALL 

V. 

The 

Collector 

OF 

Surat. 


and ordered by the Collector of Surat. The Court 
having, at the request of the Respondent, the Col- 
lector, transmitted interrogatories to the Collectors of 
the neighbouring ZillaJis of Ahmedahad and Broach, 
to ascertain the nature of the garas tenure in those 
Zillahs, the Collectors replied, that special arrange- 
ments had been entered into respecting garas rights, 
under which they would not be saleable. It, how- 
ever, appeared in evidence, from a certificate of Mr. 
Sutherland, a former Judge of the Court of Surat, 
dated the 20th of December, 1836, to the Assistant 
Judge of Broach, in reply to a reference which had 
been made respecting the nature of Tora garas in 
the Zillah of Surat, that there were then very few 
instances of the attachment and sale of Tora garas, 
but that there was no doubt that where such de- 
scription of property was possessed, a party having a 
decree against the property might attach and sell in 
satisfaction thereof Tora garas, in like manner as any 
other description of property, and that purchasers 
had been in enjoyment of the produce, receiving the 
same as it became due from Government ; that Tora 
garas, like every other description of garas, was 
Wuttun, but was entirely unconnected with hereditary 
or any other office, and was a money payment of a 
fixed nature on a village. 

The cause was heard on the 19th of September, 1845 
when the acting Assistant Judge, Mr. A. B. Warden, 
by his decree, decided that a Garas Huh could not be 
enjoyed by any one but by the Grassia himself, for 
Garas were money payments made to Grassias to 
purchase the forbearance of plundering parties ; there- 
fore, if the Huks were sold and the money paid to 
the purchaser, then the Government had no hold 
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whatever on the Grasaiasy in case of their again re- 
sorting to acts of violence, and that the Court was 
not, therefore, justified in ordering the Respondent, 
the Collector, to enter the name of the Appellant in 
the Government books, or in causing him to pay the 
amount claimed by the Appellant; and with regard 
to the Appellant’s claim on the Respondent, Nusser- 
wanjee PestonjeCy the acting Assistant Judge held that 
the Respondent could not be made responsible, as 
the Appellant, x^revious to purchasing the Huk, ought 
to liave made xiarticular inquiries as to wlielher it 
was saleable or not. 

Prom this decision the Appellant appealed, and 
Mr. li. Keaya, the acting Judge of the Court of 
Suraty concurring in the views of Mr. Warden, tJie 
Assistant Judge, on the 4th of April, 1846, confirmed 
that decree. 

The matter in dispute being under Rs. 5,000^ the 
Appellant, on the 15th of June, 1846, presented a pe- 
tition of special ux)x)eal to the S udder Dewanny Adaw- 
lut against the decree of the Zillah Court, alleging 
that he was entitled to redress under secs. 26 and 30 
of Bom. Reg. IV., of 1827. The petition came on 
to be heard on the 8th of December, 1847, before Mr. 
'Simson, the sitting Judge, who granted, under the Act, 
No. III. of 1843, a certificate of admission of a 
special appeal, and recorded the following judgment:— 
“ This is a very peculiar case ; the Appellant, Sum- 
bhoolally applies for one of two modes of redress, 
either that the Collector he ordered to instal him in 
certain Torn yarns huhs, with ai-rears for four years, 

. ^ or that Nusserwanjee Pestonjee 
be made to refund the money paid at auction for the 
Euka, sold by order of the Adawlut, with interest for 

vui— a 
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Jlic utic' oi’ Ihc iiionoy ^iince tJic aale. The arguments 
ylateil iu the decrees oI' the lower Courts against the 
transl'er of such hlnks to ordinary individuals seem to 
the silting Judge to be i^H<fku^ve; such Huks cannot 
be divx'rie^Aj-frm^^^J^ their original insti- 

lution, nanielv, reinuiieratiou^^Eor' the maintenance of 

7 ♦ 7 9 

the public peace of the District; but it seems irre- 
concilable with equity that Sutnbhoolall should be 
made to lose both the Huk^ and the money also, paid 
for them at public auction, held by direction of the 
Adaicliit, and with the sanction of the officer of Go- 


vernment. lOitlier the Huk^ should be transferred or 
the money x)aid for them refunded; but the former 
course is not practicable. The sitting Judge does 
not think the maxim *caveat emptor^ is fairly applied 
here by the lower Courts. A sale or deed by a Court 
of Justice, and allowed by the revenue authorities, 
must be presumed by a purchaser to be proper and 
legal, and the purcliaser must not suffer through the 
error of the Court in directing the sale, in satisfaction 
of a decree, of Tora garas huks, which, from their 
very nature, are not saleable; and on the ground that 
the Order for the sale was a departure from practice.” 


On the 24:tli of xlugnst, 1841*, the special appeal was 
brought on for liearing before Mr. Lc Gegt, the then 
sitting Judge of tlie Snddcr Dcwaunij Adaidut, when 
lie made the following Order; — “Tlie point to be 
tried in this case is not very clearly certified in the 
proceeding of tlie sitting Judge, Mr. Simson; and the 
Court, under the provisions of sect. 8 of the Act, 
No. III. of 1843, accordingly amend it as follows: — ■ 
'Whether N usseiuanjcc Pestoujee, in procuring the 
sale of certain Tora garas huks, in satisfaction of 
ii decree held by him against the owner of such 
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Htiks, and which have been declared to be inaiien- 1859 . 
able and unsaleable, is not liable to the purchaser in sJi^o 


the amount ol tlie purchase-money paid by Jum on girdhuk- 


LALL 


iule bv the judicial autho- 



lall 

v. 

The 

Collector 


the faith of an audio 
rities of the Zlllah .-' " 

Tlic case was agftiii Urouglil oTi I'oi' kcimuK I w l’m - n of 
the full Court on the Oth of SeiHember, 1849, when tlie 
Court, consisting- of Mr. JoJut Wardeu, Mr. Le Geijt, 
and iMr. Grants ordered tlie certificate to be further 
amended, as follows: — “To determine hist, whether 
Tora gams links are saleable by the Courts of Admdut, 
and if so, to what extent; second, whether the Col- 
lector was justihed in this case in refusing to register 
the transfer and act upon the sale; third, whether, in 
the event of the first question being decided wholly 
or partially in the negative, and the second wholly or 
partially in the affirmative, the purchaser has any, 
and what, claim against the execution creditor, Nus- 
serwanjee Pestonjee/* 


The Court having remitted the case to be heard 
before a single Judge, it came on again to be heard 
before Mr. Le Geyt, but that Judge not being pre- 
pared to confirm the' decision of the Zillah Court, 
referred tlie case back to the full Court, which CV)urt, 
on the 19th of December, 1849, having heard the 
appeal, the Judges r(H't)rd<'d their opinions sepa- 
rately; that of Mr. Bell was as follows The 
points on which we are required to decide are, first, 
whether Tora garas links arc saleable by the Courts 
of Addivlul, and if so, to what extent; second 
whether the Collector was justified in this case in 
refusing to register the transfer and act upon the 
sale; third, whether, in the event of the first ques- 
being decided wholly or partially in the negative, 
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and the second wholly or partially in the afhrmative, 
the purcliaser has any, and what, claim against the 
execution creditor, Nusserwanjee Pestonjee. 1 would 
answer the first query wholly in the negative, and the 
two last in the affirmative. 1 concur with the Zillah 
Judge, that Tora garas is a Chakreat huh, having 
been originally given as black mail to the Grassias, to 
abstain from pillage and other acts of violence to the 
Ryots, and receiving such Huks as Wuttun. I am of 
opinion they can only be alienated to the extent of 
the life interest of the party in possession of the 
same, in accordance with the spirit of the Court's 
interpretation, dated the 23rd of February, 1831, 
on sec. 20, of Reg. XVI. of 1827, but which are not 
saleable; and, under the above view, I hold that the 
Collector was fully justified in refusing to register 
the transfer ; and, as the other Respondent, Nusser- 
wanjee Pestonjee, was the means of the illegal sale 
taking place, he must be held responsible for the 
claim preferred by the Appellant, namely, the pur- 
chase-money, together with interest thereon at 9 per 
cent., and the whole of the costs incurred in all the 
Courts, with the exception of the Collector’s, who, 
having made no objection within the term of the 
proclamation, should bear his own costs. Having 
given my opinion on the amended certificate, for 
I find the certificate has been amended, both before 
the single Judge and also the full Court, I beg to 
record my dissent against the procedure adopted, the 
same being opposed to sec. 8 of Act, No. III. of 1843, 
which declares, that in amending a certificate it is 
not lawful for the Court to receive or add any new 
point or points. Tlus has, however, been done in the 
present instance. As the admitting authority, Mr. 
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Simson entertained no doubt in regard to the Huks in 
question being not saleable : this point, consequently, 
should not have been entered in the extract.” 

Mr. Warden^s opinion was as follows: — “I concur 
in the view taken in this case by Mr. Le Geyt, 
When the . British Government succeeded to this 
countrv, the local officers addressed themselves to 

^ 7 

the task of obtaining information on the distinc- 
tive character of each of the tenures of the country. 
In this way we have reached definitions of ‘Enam/ 

4 

* Snrinjarn/ ‘Meeras/ &c., in the Deccan^ which are 
generally acknowledged to be correct; and In like 
manner it may be presumed that the nature of the 
Tora garas possession was made the subject of in- 
quiry before it was included in the ‘List of tenures^ 
which the law recognized, and particularly specified 
as tenures recognized by the custom of the country; 
and so far from its having been shown that there is 
any peculiarity in this tenure, divesting it of the 
usual incidents of property, the weight of evidence 
on the record, supported by the published opinions of 
such men as Mr. Elphinstone and Sir John Malcolm^ 
is, as it appears to me, against the decisions of the 
lower Courts, that this tenure is not saleable. I am 
of opinion, therefore, that the decree of the lower 
Court should be set aside.” 

Mr. Le Geyt also recorded his opinion in these 
terms: — “In respect to the first point, whether Tora 
garas are saleable or not, I am of opinion, that there 
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is no evidence on the record to show that the Tora 
garas property, the subject-matter of this suit, is 
held on any tenure which takes it out of the nature 
of privi^te property. There is evidence to show that 
sttch property has been sold. Unless it can be clearly 
^Wft that property is held on a tenure in which 
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the alienation by the holder is guarded against by a 
special provision, I think no Court of Justice can 
declare such property not alienable for the purpose 
of paying the debts of the holder, on the principle 
that as the possession gave him a credit, so it would 
be manifestly unjust, without sufficient cause and un- 
doubted authority, to declare it not so available. The 
authorities cited, in support of the property being in the 
nature of private and prohibited property, are opinions 
of Mr. ElpMnstone, ‘Parliamentary Papers Keview,’ 
1832, pp, 605, 625 and 627 ; Sir John Malcolm's 
‘Central India,' vol. 1, pp. 508 and 509, and 
Mr. Sutherland {vide Letter recorded, Nos. 89, 65), 
which must be regarded with the utmost respect. 
The Collector has cited neither a decision of Court, 
nor any authority of more than ordinary weight, than 
the official opinions of the neighbouring Collectors in 
support of his position. Therefore, I consider, that 
m this case it has not been proved that the Tora 
paras of Bharmulsunpjee is exempt from the process 
of attachment to which all personal and real property 
is liable. I, therefore, do not consider the Collector 
justified in refusing to register the transfer, which he 
should he directed to do ; nor do I consider that 
any claim can be sustained against Nusserwanjee Pes- 
tonjee. All costs are to be borne by the Eespondent, 
the Collector of Surat." 

In accordance vdth the opinion of the majority of 
the Judges, a decree was made reversing the deci- 
sions of the Zillali Court, with costs in all the Courts, 
which were directed to be borne by the Eespondent, 
the Collector of Surat. 

On the 17th of October, 1851, the Judges of 
the Sadder Court having been changed, the Col- 
lector of Stirat presented a petition of review to- 
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the Sudder Adawlut, wlion a review was granted, 
without any reasons for so doing being recorded by 
the Court. 

After some further proceedings, the Sitdder Court, 
on the 20th of April, 1853, recorded the following re- 
solution: — *‘The point referred to tlie full Court, on 
the 24th of Anpusf, 1849, was, whether the rule 
‘'caveat emptor^ was to bo applied in all strictness 
to Sumhhoolairs purchase. The full Court wei'o ol‘ 
opinion that they could not decide that point until it 
was decided whether Tora rjara.'i was alienable or not; 
and they, therefore, amended the certificate, and added 
that question as another point for decision. This 
they had no power to do, under sec. 8 of Act, No. 
in. of 1843. Moreover, the very essence of the point 
referred showed that it had already been decided by 
competent authority, that Tora garas was inalienable. 
The decision of the Judder Deivanny Adau lnt, of the 
19th of December, 1849, is, therefore, annulled, and 
the case is returned to a full Court, to determine 
the point referred to them by Mr. Le Geyt, on the 
24th of Augast, 1849. All costs incurred by the 
Collector of Sarat are to he borne by the original 
Appellant, Snmhhoolall Girdhurlall, The remainder 
of the costs are to be awarded on final decision.” 

The appeal was reheard on the 16th of February, 
1857, when the Sudder Court, consisting of Mr. W, E. 
Frere, Mr. J. D. Inverarify, and Mr. H, Hehherf, re- 
corded the follo\Wng ro.solution: — '‘The Court is of 
opinion, and decide that Tora garas is not alienable, 
and that, therefore Sumbhoolall took nothing by his 
purchase, and that his claim against the Collector must 
be thrown out. That Nu.^fierumujee Pesfonjee guaranteed 
nothing, and, therefore, Sumbhoolall cannot come upon 
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liiin to be reimbursed the amount of his purchase 
money, and that his claim against Niisserwanjee 

Pestonjee must also be rejected. The appeal is, there- 

% 

fore, dismissed, with all costs on Appellant.” 


The value of the subject matter in dispute being 
under Rs. 10,000, the prescribed appealable value, a 
petition was presented to Her Majesty in Council by 
the Appellant for special leave to appeal. The Appel- 
lant submitted, that the proceedings and decisions 
of the Sudder Deivanny Adawhtt, on the 20th of 
.‘lpr*7, 1853, and the 16tli of February, 1857, were 
contrary to law, as the certificate admitting the appeal 
in the first instance did not embrace the question, 
whether the Tora garas was saleable, and that the 
amendment made in the first instance in the certifi- 
cate admitting the appeal was erroneous; that the 
amendment subsequently made was not only correct, 
but was necessary to raise the only points involved in 
the appeal; that the Sudder Adawlut, in ultimately 
deciding, in 1857, not on the question stated in the 
certificate as originally granted, but on that stated in 
the first amended certificate recognised the right of 
the Judge to amend his certificate admitting a special 
appeal, and that, therefore, the mere fact of'a second 
amendment being made, afforded no ground for re- 
versing the judgment of the full Court after such 
amendment ; and the AppeUant submitted, that it was 
competent to the Sudder Court to decide upon any 
question of law necessarily involved m the appeal; 


Present: llemhcrs of the Judiciiii Committee , — The Right 
Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Right Hon, The Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. The 
Lord Justice Turner. 
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but that, if it were not competent to the Sudder 
Court to decide on hearinc^ the cause on the 19th 
of December, 1847, that Tftra (/aras was alienable, 
neither was it competent to the Sudder Court to 
decide on the hearing of tlie cause on the 10th of 
February, 1857, that the Tara garas was not alien- 
able, and that the Appellant took nothing by his 
purchase. And it was further submitted, that the last- 
mentioned decision was contrary to the evidence, and 
the law and usage respecting Tora garas tenure. 


Sum hhoo- 
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LALL 
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^fr. Ayrton, in support of the petition. 

Although the subject-matler in dispute, the Tara 
garas huk, is under Es. 10,000, the sum limited by 
the Order in Council of the 10th of April, 1838, yet 
the suit raises a question of great public importance 
in Bombay, respecting the right of alienation of Tora 
garas, which entitles the Petitioner to indulgence, 
Spooner v. Juddoo (a). Another suit is also pending 
respecting the purchase of the other ITub, which will 
be governed by this appeal. 

Mr. Wigram, Q.C., and Mr. W. H. Melvill, for 
the Respondent, the Collector of Stirat, re- 
sisted the application. 

No question of a public character arises, special 
leave, therefore, ought not to be granted. Upon this 
principle the Court acted in the cases of Re Harvey (h) 
and Re Sherwin (c). 

The application was granted upon the terms em- 
bodied in the following report of their Lordships. 
That leave be granted to the Appellant to enter and 

(a) 4 Moore’s Irul. App. Cases, 353. 

ib) 3 Moore’s P. C. Cases, 148, (c) 4 Moore’s P. C. Cases, 311. 
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prosecute his appeal against the Order of the Assist- 
ant Judge of the Zillali Court of SiiTat, dated the l^th 
of Septemherj 1845, and against the Order of the 
Zillah Judge of the Court of Surat, of the 8th of 
April, 1846, and against the Orders and certificates of 
the Judge of the SmJder Dewanny Adaivlut of Bombay, 
of the 8th of December, 1847, and of the 24th of 
August^ 1849 ; and against the Orders of the Sadder 
Deuauny Adaulut, made on the 20th of April, 1853, 
and on the 16th of February, 1857, upon depositing, 
within four months from the date of the report, in 
the Registry of the Privy Council, the sum of £500, 
sterling, to meet the costs of the Respondents in the 
appeal, and to abide Her Majesty ^s decision in the 
cause ; and the Appellant was directed to serve notice 
of the appeal on the Collector of Spiral, and on 
Nnsserwanjee Pestonjee, the Respondents; but their 
Tjordships were of opinion, that the leave to appeal 
granted to the Appellant by Her Majesty on the above 
terms, was to be without prejudice to any question, 
whether the Orders and the certificates of the 17th of 
September, 1845, and the 8th of April, 1846, and the 
8th of December, 1847, and the 24th of August, 1849, 
or any of them, were to be deemed and taken as final. 

The above conditions having been complied with, 
the appeal now came on for hearing. 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. Ayrton, for the 
Appellant. 

It is impossible to maintain the decree of the 

Sadder Court as it now stands, as it would be con- 

♦ 

trary to the fundamental principles of justice to hold, 
that if Tora garas is a tenure of such a nature as 
not to be saleable, the Appellant is to be deprived of 
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his purchase by treating' tlio sale as a nullity, yet 
that he is not to be reimbursed the amount ot' his 
purchase-money, with interest, by the Respondent, 
Nitsserwanjec Pcstonjec. We submit, that the decree 
of the Court ought to have directed the Collector of 
Surat to enter the name of the Appellant as the owner 
of the Torn rjaras hul- in cpiestion, and to pay him the 
arrears; or, in the alternative, if the Court was of 
opinion that the Tora garafi IniJ: was inalienable, then 
that the Respondent, Nussenraujce Pesfonjee, ought to 
have been decreed to refund the purchase-money with 
interest. In the first place, we contend, that a Tora 
fjaras hnlc is alienable like other emoluments issuing out 
of land. Act, No. IV., of 1837, and, therefore, Iial)le to bo 
attached and sold in execution of a decree. Reg, V, of 
1827, sec. 1, Bombay C'odc of Procedure, ch. T. Tora 
yaran is a species of quit-rent oi- annual payment made 
to Grassias. The nature of this tenure was 1‘ullv in- 
vestigated in the case of The CoUecior of Sural v. /V,9- 
ionjee Ilntonjee (n), where Mr. IF. K. Frere, the then 
Zillah Judg(‘ of Surat, in his .judgment, expresses his 
clear opinion, that Tora yaras is not a service Imb, but 
was alienable and could be sold, and that so long 
ns Government collected the yaran from a villagr 
it was obligatory on Government to pay it to the 
alienee (6). 

Secondly, we submit, that the Appellant’s special 
appeal to the Su/hlcr Deu'auny Adan lut at Bombay was 
admissible under the Bombay Code, irrespective of the 
Act, No. Ilf. of 1843. Pven if it be determined that 
the provisions of the Code in that respect wei’c re- 
pealed by the Act, No. Ifl. of 1843, still it was com- 
petent to the Court, under the Act, No. XVT. of 1853, 
after having admitted the special appeal, to amend the 

(a) 2 Morris’s Bom. Siul. Dr-w. Reps. 291. (ft) Ib, 305. 
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certificate of the Judge, so as to raise the real points 
iiiYolvod in the appeal. But further, we contend that, 
in no circumstances, can the legislative Acts of the 
Government of India limit or restrain the power of 
the Queen in Council specially to admit an appeal 
from a decree and proceedings of the Sndder Deivannyy 
or Zillah Courts. Statutes, 3rd & 4th Will. iV., c. 41, 
7th & 8th Viet., c. 69, sec. 1. Spooner v. Jnddoo (a), 

as the Acts, No. ill. of 1843 and No. XV f. of 1853 
are only hinding on the Courts in India. In the pie- 
sent instance leave has been specially granted. 


Mr. Forysth, Q. C., and Mr. IP. H. Melvill, for 

the Kespondent, the Collector of Surat. 

As tlie Tora yaras hiik purchased by the Appellant is 
not, as we contend, alienable, no obligation existed on 
the Collector to enter the purchaser’s name as owner 
in the Government books, or to pay him the rent in 
(juestion. This is apparent from the very nature of 
the tenure, Tora yaraa being in its origin a kind of 
black mail, or forced contribution, to induce the 
Grassias to abstain from plundering the Ryots. It is 
very similar in its character to what formerly existed 
in Scotland. BelVs Diet, of the Law of Scotland^ tit. 
“Black Mail,” and authorities there collected. Eeport 
of General Wade. Misc. of the Spalding Club, p. 37. 
The origin of Tora garas and its illegal nature is ex- 
plained in the minute of Mr, Elphinstone, dated the 
15th of Augtist, 1821 (&) ; and also by Sir John Mal- 
colm, in his work on Central India, vol. i. pp. 508-9. 
TFiZsoiVs Glossary, voce **Grassa,” and the case of The 
Collector of Surat v. Pestonjee Rutonjee (c), where, 

(«) 4 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 353. 

(b) Par. Papers, 1832. E. I. C’s. affairs rov. Vol. 2, pp. 605, 625, 7. 

(r) 2 Morris’ Bora. Sud. Dew. Reps. pp. 291, 319, 334, 5. 
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as ill this case, the J^udder Court at Bombay held 
1 , 01 a garaa to be iiiaiieuabie, ou the ground that 
there is au implied condition ot the tenure that ser- 
vices sliouid be rendered, it required, as well also as 
to abstain 1‘roni plundering. It is admitted to be 
hereditai’y. Now, considering the nature ol the 


tenure and its origin, it would bo nianiiestly contrary 
to public policy to peritiit such a tax as constitutes 
Iota yaras to be sold in satisfaction of a Judgment 
debt, 01 even to be alienated. — [Hord Kiugsdownx in 
the case of Baja Belanund Shig v. The Oovermyient of 
Bengal (a), a Gwatwaiiy tenure, or guarding the Ghats 
or passes, was upheld.]— Yes; but tliat case essen- 
tially dilfered from the present. No question there 
arose, as in this case, as to alienation. It was con- 
fined to a question of the right of descent to a male 
heir, as Gwatwal. But the sale must be treated as 


being founded upon an illegal consideration, and would, 

therefore, on that ground be void, ab initio, at Common 

law. Collins v. Blanteru (b). Bo by the Civil law. Just. 

Inst, lib, iii. tit. 20, sec. 23, “ De turpi causa.” 

Again, as the tenure involved military and public 

services to be performed, and the holder could be 

called upon to perform them, a Tora garas huk was 

clearly not assignable. It is similar to the retiring- 

pension of a military officer, or compensation granted 

to a public civil officer. Wells v. Foster (c), Gibson 

V. The East India Company (d), Lidderdale v. Duke 
of Montrose (e). 

Next, we submit, that as far as this is an appeal 


(a) 6 Moore’a Ind. App. Cases, 101. 

ib) 2 Wils. 341 ; and see 1 Smith’s Loading Cases 154. (2nd -Edit.) 
(c) 8 Mee. & Weis. 149. 

^ (4) 6 Bingh. N. C. 262. S. C. 7 Scott, 74. 

4 Term Rep. 248. 
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iroin the Orders and 


cerlificales oi' the Sadder Court, 


the eerliik'ute oi‘ Mr. Simson, ol' the 8th oi* December, 
1847, as amended by Mr. Le Geyt on the 24th of 
Aiujust, 184!J, was iiual and conclusive, and excluded 
from the grounds of special ax)peal any question 
affecting the liability of this Resimndent. The effect 
of the certilicate of Mr. Simson was to reject the 
appeal as against him, and to confine the ground of 
appeal to the claim for a refund of the purchase 
money as against the ResiDondent, Nusserwanjee Pes- 
tonjce. Now, the Act, No. XVI. of 1853, does not give 
the Sadder Court power to entertain the question of 
his liabilitv. Neither had the Sadder Court, under 
Bom. lieg. IV. of 1827, power to make a second re- 
vision of the decree of the 19th of December, 1849; 
the former revision having expressly excluded all 
question of this Respondents liability. The Act, 
No. XVI. of 1853, did nof^ alter the rights of this 
Respondent on a special '‘Sppeal, as, owing to the 
effect of the certificate as -amended by Mr. Le Geyi, 
there was no questioii of his liability before the Sadder 
Court, wliich Court had in fact no power to entertain 
any question as against him. 


Mr. Giffard, Q. C., and Mr. Leith, for the Re- 
spondent, Nuaseruaujee Pestoajee, the execu- 
tion creditor. 

According to the rules and procedure df the native 
Courts in Bombay, tliis Respondent, as execution 
creditor, has been improperly made a party to the 
suit. No privity exists between the Appellant and 
this Respondent. No Iraud lias been alleged against 
him to justify the Appellant joining him with the 
Collector of Surat as a J^efendant. So far as regarded 
this Respondent, as execution creditor, it is iniina- 
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terial wlietliei* the Tora gataa huk is or is not, liable 
to attacluueut and sale by the fciheriff, or wiiether auy 
property passed to the Appellant by that sale, there 
being nothing in the tacts, or by law, to distinguish 
the case of the Appellant from tliat of an ordinary 
purchaser at a Sheriff’s sale. He virtually purchased 
only the right and interest of tlie Defendant in the 
original suit in the Tom gara^j the subject of the 
attachment and sale. If a party buys, whether it is 
real estate, a chattel, or a chose in action, Courts of 
law and equity recognise the maxim caveat emptor,^^ 
There is no fraud in the case, nor even an implied war- 
ranty of title. Early v. Garrett (a), Cripps v, Reade (b), 
Thovias v. Powell (c), Morley v. Attenborough (rf), Chap- 
man v. Speller (e). When the Api)ellant paid his money 
and got his conveyance there was an end of the matter 
so far as affects this Respondent, and the decree of the 
Sudder Court was, thereforqj right in deciding that the 
Appellant had no legal ckiiu on this Respondent in 
respect of the money received^y him through the 
Court at Surat in satisfaction o^iis decree, even if 
the Tora garas be held inalienable. Another ground 
we insist upon is, that the Apijellaut ought to have 
appealed direct to England against the decree of the 
Sudder Dewanny Adaulnt of the 20th of April, 18.')3, 
which annulled the forme]- decree of the same Court, 
dated the 19th of December, 1849, and that it is now 
too late to question it. 


Mr. R. Palmer, Q.C., was heard in reply. 


The case stood over for consideration. 



& Cr. 928. 

394. 

Rep. 621. 


(6) 0 Term. Hep. GOG. 
{< 1 ) 3 Exch. Rep. 500, 
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This is an appeal Iioni a decree of the Sudder De- 
wanny Adatvlut of Bombay, by which it has been de- 
cided tliat a certain annual payment called a Tora 
yaras huk, is not by law capable of alienation, and 
that the purchaser of this interest at a judicial sale 
is not entitled either to have the sale enforced, or to 
iiave Ids purchase-money refunded to him by the 
individual who lias received it. 


The case is one, in many respects, of a remarkable 
character, and it appears to their Lordships to be 
advisable to state the circumstances in some detail. 


Tora garas huks, whatever may have been their 
origin, are payments which, for many years before 
the period of the transactions which have given risi* 
to the present suit, had been made by tlie Bombay 
(Jovernment through their Collectors in the different 
Zillalis of Guzerat. The names of tlio persons re- 
ceiving such payments, with the amount to be paid 
to them, were entered in the books of the Collector, 
and tlie payments were made according to the entries 
in such books out of the moneys received by the 
Collectors. 


Amongst other such entries in the books of the 
Collector of Surat, was a sum of Es. 347. 13a., 
payable out of the Pergunnah of Orpad, and which 
in the year 1839, was payable, and had for some 
years been paid to a person named Bharmulsungjee. 
This annual sum is the subject of the present suit; 
Bharmulsungjee was also in the receipt of another 
Pora garas, payable out of another Pergunnah within 
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the same CoUectorate, of Ks. 883. It appears that 
these two Huks had previously belonged lo a person 
named Koonsiinvanjee ; that he had died, leaving two 
widows named Kasooba and Omedhaf who had suc- 
ceeded to this property; that these ladies had adopte{l 
Bharmulsungjee as their son, and that thereupon these 
Huhs had been transferred into his name in the books 
of the Collector. 

In the year 1839, a suit was instituted in the Court 

of the Sadder Ameen of Surat by the Respondent, 

N ussertvanjee. against Bharmulsangje.e, and against Ka- 

sooha and Omedba, in order to recover a debt due 

from these parties to that Respondent, and which 

debt was secured by a mortgage of the two sums of 

Tora garas standing in the name of Bharmulsungjee. 

% 

Pending the proceedings in this suit, Nusserwanjee 
caused a sequestration to be laid on these Tora garas 
huks in the office of the Collector of Surat, the nature 
and object of which could not but be known to the 
Collector. 

On the 23rd of July, 1839, Nusserwanjee obtained 
a decree in his suit for the sum of Rs. 12,745, witii 
interest, against the mortgaged property, and against 
the Defendants personally. Regulation iV. of 1827 
of the Bombay Code of procedure directs the mode 
in which the attachment and sale of any of the im- 
moveable property of the debtor against whom a de- 
cree has been obtained are to be effected. It is 
thereby provided, that on a petition for such sale, the 
property shall be distinctly specified, with the pro- 
bable value thereof; that the Court, on hearing the 
application, shall issue such order as may be requisite 
towards the enforcement of the decree; that when- 
wter a sale takes place under a decree, it shall be by 
public auction, after public notice, by a proclamation 
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1859. ilia speciliucl ionii , iniimating tluit the property will 
be sold on a day named, unless the sale shall be ob- 
jected to by another claimant, who, within lifteen 
days alter the date ol the proclamation, sliall esta- 
blish, to the satisfaction of the creditor, or of the 
Court, a right or interest in the property under 
aHachiuent, or shall enter into an engagement to 
prosecute his claim within a limited tiiiu*. 

in order to recover the amount awarded to him 
by the decree in the manner pointed out in this 
Kegulation, Nmaerivanjee y on the 21st of September, 
183!), presented a petition to the Judge of the Zlllah 
Court, and thereby, after stating the decree which he 
liad obtained, and the sequestration which he had 
issued, lie prayed that the Sheriff might be ordered 
to attach and sell the produce of the under-mentioned 
Torn belonging to the Defendant, according to 


the usual custom. 

The Tora garas (which included the particular sum 
now in dispute) was thus described: — “The Defen- 
dants, Kasooha and Omedba, used to receive the pro- 
duce of the Tora garas links, belonging to their hus- 
band, Koowursungjee, payable from the Tannahs of the 
Pergntinak of Orpad and the Talook ol Koorsad. 
In the Sumvut year 1887, the said Defendants, 
Kasooba and Omedba, adopted the Defendant, Bhar- 
iHulsuitgjee, as their son. From that day forward, the 
amount of the produce from the said Pergiiniiahs has 
been received by the Defendant, Bharmiilsungjee. The 
value thereof is about Rs. 11,000.” 

On the same day, the 21st of September, 1839, an 
order was issued by Mr. Herbert, the Assistant Judge 
of the Court, to the Sheriff, directing liim to proceed 
according to the usual practice, and to make a re- 
turn in thirty-five days. 
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Under this order llie Tora garua in question was 
attached by the Sheriff; proclamations of sale were 
issued, and the sale was lixed for the lyth of Ov- 
toher. 

Before, however, the day fixed for the sale, Bltar- 
midaungjee presented a petition to the Court, praying 
tiiat the sale might be delayed for six months, in 
order to give him an opportunity of satisfying tin* 
Plaintilf’s demand, which he promised to do within 
six months. 

The sale accordingly was stayed ))y an Order of 
the Court, till Naanerivanjea Vestonjee should liave 
answered the petition. He objected to any further 
delay, and on the 14th of November, 18J1), applied to 
the Court that the sale might be completed; that fresli 
proclamations might be issued, and that, as the property 
was likely to sell better at 8nrat than in tiie village in 
which it was situate, the sale might be made at BuraL 

On the same day the Judge made an order direct- 
ing the Sheriff to enter into an investigation of the 
proceedings which had already taken place in this 
matter, and to make a report, and to inquire whether 
there was any objection or not to selling the property 
in Surat. The )Sheriff made Ids rejiort, stating the 
proceedings which had already taken place, and (hat 
there appeared to be no objection to the sale being 
made in Surat. 

On the 27th of November, 183!!, Mr. Ell'wti made 
an order upon this rejmi’t, that the Sheriff should sell 
the Tora garas of the Defendant in Surat, but that he 
should give notice of the sale of tins Tora garas to 
the inhabitants of the Zillah in wldch the Tora garas 
was, as also to the inhabitants of the city of Sural, 
and should take care that no fraud or mistake was 

X 

to take place in the sale. 
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I’roclamation was accordiiigiy issued for sale of 
this lora yarua iu Surat, oii the 24th of December, 
18ilh. Ihe proclaiiiatiou I'equired any persozi mak- 
ing any claim to the izz’opei ty to come in and object to 
the sale. 

No objection was made, and on the 24th of De- 
cember, 1839, the property was accordingly put up 
for sale, aizd the Appellazit in this case was the highest 
bidder, and he became the purchaser of the Tora 
yaras now iu dispute, for the sum of Es. 3,430. He 
paid his purchase-money into Court, and the amount, 
after deducting the expenses, was paid to Nusser- 
wanjee; and on the 23rd of January, 1840, Mr. 
Elliott, the Judge of the Court of Adawlut, e.xecuted 
a^ bill of sale of the Tora yaras to the Appellant. 
This mstrmuent, after reciting the facts already 
stated, concluded iu these words:— “Now, as you 
have paid that amount (Es. 3,430) into Government, 
you have become the owner of the Tora yaras huh 
belonging to the above-mentioned Defendant, Bhar- 
mulsunyjee, and the right to receive the amount of tlu: 
Tora yaras huh from the Tannah has been vested iu 
you. Therefore the Defendant’s right to the Tora 
yaras huh (Es. 347. 13a.) has been sold for Es. 3,430, 
by the Government Adawlut, through the medivm^ of 
the Nazir, in conformity with the usual custom in 
sales by auction, in this matter, viz.: You may con- 
tinue to take every year, according to the rules of the 
Peryunnah, the amount of the aforesaid allowance of 
ora yaias belonging to. the above-mentioned Defen- 
dant, Bharmulsunyjee, from the Tannah of Orpad 
In so doing, there shall be no objection. ’ ’ 

becI^se^T f clesirable to go into this detail, 

because it shows very distinctly that the Bombav Go 
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what was taking place with respect to this sale, and 
had ample opportunity, if it meant to object to the 
alienability of property of this description, to inter- 
pose to prevent it ; or, at all events, to give public 
notice that, as far as the Government was concerned, 
the validity of the sale would not be recognised. 

But the Government did nothing of the sort; it 
made no objection to the attachment of the property 
which its officer was to pay; and it permitted the 

Respondent, Nusserwanjee Pestonjee, to sell, and the 
Appellant to purchase, and the one to pay, and the 
other to receive, the purchase-money, without giving 
the least intimation to either that any obstacle would 
be raised to the enjoyment by the purchaser of what 
he had bought. 

The Appellant having thus completed his purchase, 
supplied to the Collector of Surat to have liis name 
substituted for that of Bharmnluungjee in the Col- 
lector’s books, and to have the Tora garas regularly 
l)aid to him accordingly. With this application the 
Collector seems at first to have been disposed to com- 
ply. He afterwards, however, declined to enter the 
Appellant’s name in his book, and ordered that the 
name of Bharmulstmgjee should be retained, but that 

the money should every year be paid to the Ap- 
pellant. 

The Appellant was not satisfied with this order; 
and on the 22nd of July, 1840, presented a petition 
to the Court in which the sale had been made, in 
which he alleged that other Tora garas huhs had been 
sold by order of the Court, and that the names of the 
purchasers had been duly inscribed in the Collector’s 
books; that all property sold through the instnamen- 
t^ty of the Adawlut is caused to be given into the 
poludssioi! of I the purchaser, through the assistance 
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of the Adawlut, and ho, therefore, prayed that the 
Judge would address a letter to the Principal Col- 
lector, directing him to erase the name of this Grasia 
from the records, and to enter the Torn gams in the 
Appellant’s name in the records, and to continue 
to pay him the amount of the Tora gams every year, 
as mentioned in the bill of sale. 

On the 27th of Jidg, 1S40, the Judge made an 
Order in whicli, after reciting that the Appellant was 
the owner of the Huh, and that of this fact the C’ourt 
had no doul)l, he ordered the Sheriff to write a letter 
to the Principal Collector, directing that gentleman 
to enter the Petitioner’s name in the Gams huh of 
BhanunJsujigjee, which the Petitioner had purchased, 
and to continue to pay the amount of the Hnh to the 
Petitioner. 

Such a letter was accordingly sent, and, thereupon, 
the Collector seems to have communicated with the 
Revenue Commissioner, and to have reported his 
opinion, either that the 7’orn gams shoiild be appro- 
priated by the Government, and the purchase-money 
repaid, with interest, to the Appellant, or that his 
name should be entered in the Collector’s books. 

The matter, however, was referred to the , Bomhag 
Government, and the Appellant was infonrted that 
as soon as any decision was come to a- comniunicja- 
tion would be made to him. No communication 
having been made, the Appellant in the year 1842, 
again applied to the Revenue Commissioner praying 
that his name might be entered in tlie books of the 
(Collector, or that, at all events, the three years’ 
arrears then in the hands of the Collector might be 
paid to him in order that he might not suffer loss 
in interest and compound interest. The answer 

rns, that his name would not be 
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entered, neither would the money bepaid;bnt that * 859 . 

if he instiliiled a suit in the A^awhd, the money sumbhoo- 

would be sent there during the lifetime of the girdhur- 

Grasin, and that if he Iiad any elaim he should file a ‘ t' “ 
suit. the 

COLI.ECIOR 

The Appellant seems to have entertained a very 

All, * SHHaT. 

natural reluetanee to adopt a eourse attended with 
so much expense and delay, and the Revenue f'om- 
missioner having? been soon after ehanged, he at- 
tempted once more to obtain redress bv a petition 

to the new Revenue Commissioner, but without any 
success. 

On the 21st of Noremher, 1842, the Appellant 
presented his petition to the Judj^es of the Sudder 
Adawhit, statinf^ the facts of the case, and praying 
either that the Colleclor might be ordered to enter 
the Appellant's name in his books, and to pay him 
the regularly, or that the purcliase-money wliich 
he had paid into the Addivlut of fi'drot might be re- 
funded to him with interest. 

This case seems to have been several times uiuhw 

the consideration of the Court. At length on the 

28th of Fehrufirify 1843, an Order was made bv which 

the Petitioner was left to file' a suit in the civil side of 
the Court. 

It was under these circumstances that the Appel- 
lant filed his plaint in the Court of the Assistant 
Judge of Surat on the 16th of October, 1843. This 
suit was instituted against the Collector of Surat, and 
also against the Respondent, Niisficrivanjcc Pcftionjec, 

As against the Collector it prayed that the Tora 
garas in question might be entered in the name of 
the Appellant, and that the Collector might be ordered 
to pay him the four years’ arrears then due, amount- 
Wg to Rs, 1,391. 4 a. As against Nufsserwanjee Pes- 
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tonjecy it prayed that if it should appear to the Court 
that N usserwanjee Pestonjee had caused the Tora 
(/a ran to be improperly sold, he might be ordered to 
refund the purchase-money -svith the profits for four 
years. 

The Collector Avas authorised to defend the suit on 
the part of the Bombay Government, and he filed his 
answer on the 19th of February, 1844. He did not 
dispute any of the facts stated by the Appellant in 
his plaint. Tlie substance of liis answer was, that 
Bharmtilsunyjee, to whom this Tora garas huh had 
belonged, was a Grasia; that, before the English 
(loverninent took possession of the country, the 
Grasia people used to levy certain Huks and necessa- 
ries from the villagers as the price of their abstaining 
from plundering the villages; that, after the English 
Government took possession, an agreement was entered 
into with these people that they should receive this 
link from the Government treasury, and not from the 
villagers, in order that thereby the villagers should 
not suffer any oppression ; that the custom had 
always obtained to pay this Huk to the Grasias only; 
tliat the Government had never agreed to pay this 
Huh to outsiders; that if the pajment Avere made to 
other persons than Grasias, the agreement would be 
broken, because if the Grasias got nothing to eat, 
they would begin to plunder; that Government woidd 
then suffer loss, and the villagers Avould suffer oppres- 
sion. Then followed this sentence, AA^hich we confess 
ourselves unable to understand: — '‘The Government 
have settled the personal property of the Grasias, 
and if this property does not reach them, the claim 
of the Government to the same is going on.” 

With respect to the Appellant’s allegation, that 
Tora garas had been previously sold by the Courts 
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without any objection, the answer stated, that if this 
Had happened, it had liappened without investigation, 
and that the right of the Government was not done 
away with, because it was agreed to pay this Hxtk to 
the Grasias alone. 

The Defendant, Nusserwanjee Pestonjee, put in an 
answer, insisting that his proceedings had l)een en- 
tirely regular, and that he was under no circumstances 
liable to any demand on tlie part of the Appellant. 
But the view which their Lordships take of tliis case 
makes it unnecessary for them to go into tlie par- 
ticulars of his defence. 

On the 14th of September, 1844, the Appellant 
hied his replication, in which he insisted, that if tlu* 
Government had any objection to make to this sale, 
the Collector might and ought to have interposed to 
stop it, and to remove the attachment which had 
been previously laid upon the ]jroperty, and that he 
was hound to adopt this course by the effect of the 
Regulation under which the sale had been made, and 
of the proclamation which had been issued in pur- 
suance of it ; that the lax of the TTuks of the Grasias 
and of the Moguls used to be levied from the villages 
in the same way as the Government revenue ; that 
these Hxilcs were incorporated in the revenue, and that 
the Torn was fixed by the Government; that many 
Tora Jiuhs, and other Huks, had been sold by the Go- 
vernment Arlawlut, and by the Collector ; and that 
the names of the purchasers had been entered by the 
late Collector in the Government records, and the 
money for the same had been paid by the late Col- 
lectors, and was paid by the Defendant, the then 
Collector, up to this day. 

There does not appear to have been any rejoinder, 
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and upon this state of the record the pai'ties went 
into evidence. 

The Appellant proved the several proceedings 
which had taken place previous to tlie institution of 
the suit which have already been detailed: he proved 
some instances, and one in the Per ffumiah of Orpadr 
in which Tora (farafi had been the subject of sale, and 
the purchaser had been put into possession of the 
property, and was then in possession; and he specified 
several other instances in which, as he stated, the 
same thing had betm done with respect to Torn garaSf 
and other Garas Intl's, and of which he alleged that 
entries had been made in the bonks of the Defendant, 
the ('ollector, and he required the production of these 
books, and summoned witnesses, who were record- 
keepers in the office of the C*ollector, to attend and 
produce these documents. 

It is with great regret that their liordships are 
compelled to observe that on looking at the deposi- 
tions of two of these witnesses, it appears that these 
documents were not produced, and that it is impossible 
to avoid the inference that they were purposely with- 
held by the agents of the Oovernnient defending the 
suit on its behalf. It is, however, in the opinion of 
their Lordships, sufficiently established that up to the 
period of this sale these Hul's had been the subject of 
sale, and had been considered and treated bv the 
Courts of Justice and by the (lovernment, in this 
Collectorato at least, as liable to bo dealt with like 
any other species of property. That this had been 
done without investigation, as the Collector in his 
answer alleges, is certainly not the fact. 

For many years before 1839, inqinries into this 
subject had been made by different officers of the 
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Indian Government. The origin and character of 1859 . 
these payments; the question whether the Govern- sumbhoo- 
ment was bound to continue them, even to Grasias, cirohur 
or was at liberty to resume them at its pleasure ; the 
expediency of exercising that right if it existed ; the 

♦ ^ ^ / COI LECTOR 

question whether the Grasia, if he had any right to of 
receive them, enjoyed more than a life interest, and ^^**^*’ 
whether su(-h interest as lie had was capalile of aliena- 
tion; whether the collection of these payments l)y 
the Government was voluntary on tlieir part, and 
could be discontinued at pleasure, or whether they 
were charges on the revenue, which the (lovernannit 
receiving the revenue was bound to pay; — all these 
questions appear to have excited the attention of the 
Oovernment; many of them as early as the year 1817. 
and to have been the subject of discussion and con- 
sideration for many years subsequently. 

It further appears that in 1836, the lialdlity of 
these Hnk.s to sale, under the process of the Gourt, 
had come under the consideration of Mr. LmHsrhni, 
then Acting Assistant-.ludge at Uroach, another 
^iilah in this Province ; that he had consulted 
Mr. Sutherland, a very high authority, who was then 
or had been Assistant-Judge at Surat, and tlial he 
received from that gentleman the following answer, 
dated the 29th of Decemher, 1836 Mir,— Tn regard 
to your letter of the 19th instant, I have the honour 
to inform you there are very few instances of the at- 
tachment and sale of Torn garas; but there is no 
doubt when such description of property is possessed, 
a party having a decree against the property may 
attach and sell, in satisfaction thereof, Tor a (far a ft in 
like manner as any other description of property. 

Tora gams, like every other description of paras, is 

D 2 
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Wuttxm, but is entirely unconnected 'wdth hereditary or 
other office, and is consequently distinct from the 
Regulations and Orders you have quoted. Tora gara6 
is money-payment of a fixed nature on a viUage jampa, 
and being usually the most secure description of 
yarns, would be, no doubt, of the highest value in the 

market. ’ ^ 

The Collector put in evidence, on the part of the 
Government, the certificates which had been returned 
by various Collectors as to the practice in their Col- 
lectorates, and the opinions entertained by them of 
the nature of these Qaras hnhs; and two agreements, 
one entered into by Captain Robertson with the 
Qrasias of the Pergunnah of Atroleea in the year 
1818, and the other by Mr. Crawford with the 
Thakoors of Dehejaun in the year 1825 ; but with 
respect to the origin of the particular Tora garas in 
dispute, or of Htiks of the same description in the 
same Pergunnah, no evidence was offered. The pro- 
ceedings which had taken place in some suits after the 
institution of the present, were also put in evidence. 

The case came for hearing before two Judges of 
the Zillali Court in succession, who were both of 
opinion that the Tora garas in question could not 
be enjoyed by any but Grasias ; and that no decree 
could be made, either against the Collector or against 
Nussertvanjee Pestonjee. 

It was then brought by appeal before the Sudder 
Dewanny Adawlut of Bombay, and after various pro- 
ceedings which their Lordships do not think it neces- 
sary to go through in detail, a decree was pronounced 
by the Sudder Court on the 19th of December, 1849, 
by which the decree of the Court below was re- 
versed, and a decree pronounced in favour of the 
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Appellant against the Oollector, by whom all costs 
were ordered to be i)aid. 

In October^ 1851, (he then Oolleclor applied for a 
review of the decree: first, on the ground that ac- 
cording to the course of procedure then in force the 


question of the non-alienability of the Tora garas 

was not properly open to the consideration of the 

Sudder Court, but had been conclusively settled by 

the judgment of the Zillah ; and secondly, that if 

such question was open, it had been erroneously de- 
cided. 
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This review appears to have been granted as a 
matter of course, without argument or reasons as- 
signed by the Court ; but nothing was done upon it 
till the month of A>pril, 1853. At this time all the 

Judges of the Court who had heard the case argued, 
had been changed. 

It is impossible to view, without jealousy, such a 
proceeding as this. The Government, which appoints 
(he Judges, and removes them at pleasure, had 
raised a question of great general importance, which 
had been decided against it. Two years elapse before 
any application is made to the Court for a review of 
the judgment, and two more years elapse before the 

cause is brought on for rehearing before a new set of 

Judges. 


Upon the matter being brought before them, these 
.Judges were of opinion that the only question 
open to the Court was, whether, assuming the Tora 
^ras not to be alienable, which they held to have 
been concluded by the decree of the Zillah Court, 
any demand could be made against Nusserwanjee 
Pestonjee to refund the purchase-money. The de- 
cirion of the Sudder Court of 1849 was reversed 
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) 3 y an Order of the 20th of Apnl, 1853, and the 
ease was rolurned to the full Court to decide the last 

point. 

Before, however, the cuu.se came on again for hear- 
ing, an alteration wa-s made in the law of special 
appeals by an Act of the Indian Legislative Council, 
which, in the opinion of the Judges, left the consi- 
deration of both questions open to them, and ac- 
cordingly both (luestions were argued ; and on the 
IGth of Fchntari/, 1857, the Court pronounced the 
following decree:— “ The Court are of opinion and 
decide, that Tora fjams is not alienable, and that, 
therefore, SuniUhooIcdl took nothing by his puichase ; 
and tliat his claim against the Collector must be 
thrown out ; that Nussenvanjec Pebtonjee guaranteed 
nothing, and, therefore, Suntbhoolall cannot come 
upon him to be reimbursed the amount of his pur- 
chase-money, and, therefore, that his claim against 
Nusberivaujee Pestonjee must also be rejected. The 
appeal is, therefore, dismissed, with all costs against 

the Appellant.” 

The propriety of this decree we have now to con- 
sider. 


AN'hatever may be the nature of the payments 
called Tura f/arabt and the right of the Bombay Go- 
vernment to refuse to treat them in ordinary cases 
as the subject of sale or mortgage, like other species 
of property, their Lordships cannot but entertain 
serious doubts whether it is consistent with justice 
to permit the Government to raise such a defence in 
this case, and as against the present Appellant, 

As we have observed in going through the pro- 
ceedings, the Government had recogmzed the rights 
of inheritance and succession in this identical pro- 
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perty ; it liad authorized its subjects to consider that 
property of this descriptioji Avas the subject of sale; 
and it had had full and distinct notice of all the pro- 
ceedings whicli took place in this particular sale. 
The purchase-money was paid into Court, and paid 
out to the creditor, and a conveyance of the property 
executed by the Judge of the Court to the Appellant, 
the Collector, that is, the officer of the Government, 
standing by and acquiescing in the proceedings, with 
full knowledge of the objectioji to tlie sale, if any 
objection existed. 
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lliat, after all this hud taken place, the Goveriiuieul 
should insist, and that iJie Court should decide, that 
the purchaser took nothing by liis conveyance, and 
that he should not only lose ail iiis purchase-money, 
but pay all the costs wliich liad been incurred in his 
attempt to obtain redress, seems hardly consistent 
with ordinary notions of justice. 


But, if there wore not this objection to the defence, 
their Lordships are of opinion, that llie onus lies upon 
the Government to prove that there is something 
in the nature of this payment which makes it incapa- 
ble of alienation, and that the Goveniment Jias failed 
to give such proof. 


Of any evidence of the origin of the particular 
payment in (piestion, there is no trace to ])e found in 
the case. The investigations into this subject to 
Avhicli wc luu'e alluded, have led persons of great 
learning and ability to diiierent conclusions. It is 


very probable that Tora garas hukii had not all the 
same origin. Assuming, however, that (hey all 
began in Aviong and violence, still, that wliich had a 
■ vicious origin may, in course of time, ha\'e been 
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legalized, since long enjoyment is itself a title, as 
well in favour of the recipient of an annual payment 
out of land, as of the possession of land itself. 

The question here is, not whether the Grovern- 
ment can be compelled to receive and hand over 
these sums, but, whether, actually receiving them, 
and having been in the receipt of them for very 
many years, it is entitled to say that it will not pay 
Ihem to the alienee of the person to whom, but for 
the alienation, they would be paid. 


The creditor in this case has sold, and the Appel- 
lant has purchased, such interest as the debtor had 
in the property sold. He will be by the transfer, in 
no better situation than the debtor. If this payment 
be conditional on the good conduct of the Grasias 
generally, or subject to any other condition; and if 
any circumstances should occur which would justify 
the Government in mthholding the payment from 
Bliarnmlsungjee, they will equally justify the with- 
holding it from the Appellant. 

Whatever this pajunent may be, it clearly is not in 
the present case, on the evidence before us, at all 
analogous to the pay of a military officer, to which it 
was attempted at the Bar to liken it. It is not a 
personal payment in consideration of services to be 
personally performed. There is not the slightest 
trace of any services being claimable from Bharmul- 
sungjee, and the mode in which he acquired the pro- 
perty seems to show that this is not the nature of 
the payment. The defence here raised by the Col- 
lector is not so much that the Huh is incapable of 
alienation, as that it cannot be alienated except to 
Grasias; but we are quite unable to find in the evi- 
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dence, or, indeed, in any other source of information 
to which we have had access, any distinct account of 
what is meant by the term “ Grasias/^ They do not 
appear to be any distinct class or tribe. If the term 
be used to describe freebooters, or lawless people 
generally, it makes the defence a very singular one. 

Upon the whole, their Lordships are of opinion, 
that the Government has failed to establish its de- 
fence, even supposing such defence, under the cir- 
cumstances, to be competent to it, and that tlie 
decree complained of must be reversed, and a decree 
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pronounced in favour of the Appellant, with all the 
costs to which he has been put in the course of these 

proceedings. 


With respect to Nusserwanjee Pestonjee, the Appel- 
lant must pay his costs, and have them over against 
the Collector. 


A point is suggested in tlie appeal papers that the 
non-liability of this Tora garas to alienation had 
been established by the decree of the Ztl/a/i Court, 
and that this decision was not, according to the 
Regulations, subject to review by the Sudder Court. 

It is unnecessary to consider whether the Order 
of the 20th of April, 1853, could be sustained as the 
law of procedure then stood, for however that may 
be, their Lordships are of opinion, that the subsequent 
Act of the Indian Legislature was rightly construed, 
and that the Court properly decided at the last hear- 
ing that the whole subject was open to their conside- 
ration. 


The Appellant in this case has been kept for 
more than twenty years out of the possession of the 
annual payment to which he became entitled, and 

yxii— 7 
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has lost during the whole of that time, the interest 
on his purchase-money. Their Lordships think that 
they should do justice but very imperfectly if they 
were to award to him only the arrears of his annuity. 
The Government has been in the receipt of these 
sums which belonged to the Appellant. In 1842, 
the Government undertook to pay the money an- 
nually to the Adawlut, if a suit were instituted ; if 
this had been done, and the fund has been invested, 
the Appellant will receive the amount. If the money 
has not been paid in (and we do not observe any 
allusion to such payment in the subsequent papers), 
we think that the Appellant must receive simple 
interest at the rate allowed by the Court on the 
arrears due when the suit was instituted, and on each 
subsequent payment as it accrued due. 


Their Lordships will make a report to Her Majesty 
in conformity with the opinion which they have ex- 
pressed. 
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Sbeemutty Anundomohry 

and OTHERS _ _ _ . 


Dossee ) 

[ Appellants, 


AND 


John Doe, on the demise of the 

East-India Company - - . - 


Respondent, 


On appeal from the Supreme Court at Calcutta. 

inierest—Mode of 

fre®hoId'oftad“t^I!:e"heirr'’' to pass tl.e 

ins^rwnenh interest cannot be created by parol or by an hifonnal written 

Government and an adjacent pro- 

wMcrk ® accretionf of 

Snd fS’ possession The Indian Govcramefit required the 

G^verlmeut and After some correspondence between the 

u * .• agreement was entered into, by which M S 

undertook to rehnquish all claim to the proprietary right, and to rent the 

^nai^T ^ upon condition ^o£ the latter alUrng him to 

it ne^ssarv^rrhin'? tl PubUc improvements rendered 

vamniAnf \.T vacate the land. Possession was given to Go- 

venunent, holding the land from the Government at a fixed rent 

fn h"® 1 ,^° possession at a month’s notice. Improvements 

helna Government, and ilf. S. 

Jnl-f ;iead, notice to quit was served o»i M. S.'s representatives, who re- 
fused to quit, ou the ground that the improvements were not such public 
improvements as were contemplated by the correspondence and aaree- 
meut. In ejectment by the Government, Held; — 

First; that M. S. was, under the agreement, a mere tenant at will. 

Second; that ejectment was maintainable by the Government for re- 
covery of the land, and that M. S.*s representatives had no defence at 
law to the action. 

Jud^ent of the Supreme Court affirmed, without prejudice to such 

equitable rights as M. S. might have under the correspondence and airree- 
ment* ^ 

Ejectment by the lessors of the Respondent to 29th & 30th 
recover possession of two pieces or parcels of land, 
situate between the Strand road and the river 

•Present: Members of the Judicial Commz^ee,— The Bight 
Hon. Lord Chelmsford, the Right Hon. the Lord Justice Knight 
Brnw, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. the 
^rd Justice Turner. 

|f;4?«cwor, — The Right Hon. Sir Laivrenee peel. 
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Hooghly, in the town of CalctUta ; one piece of land 
containing eleven cottahSy and one thirty forty-fifths of 
a cJiuttack, bounded on the south by Jackson* s Ghaut ; 
on the north by the laud formerly in the occupation 
of Messrs. Jessop & Co., and unoccupied ; on the 
west by the river Hooghly ; and on the east by the 
Strand road ; and the parcel of land containing one 
beegahy three cottahSy and eleven thirty-five forty-fifths 
of a chuttack ; and bounded on the south by the 
Strand Mill Ptccka Ghaut ; on the north by certain 
lands in the occupation of Baboo Ramohun Mullick ; 
on the west by the river Hooghly ; and on the east 
by the Strand road. 

The circumstances of the case were as follows : — 

In the year 1841, the land in question, which was 
formed from the river Hooghly by accretion to the 
Strand road, was claimed by the East India Com- 
pany, and by Baboo Muityloll Sealy who was in pos- 
session. His right being disputed, Muityloll Seal 
offered to lease the land from Government, so long 
as the Government did not require possession of the 
same. 

In the year 1850, the Government being engaged 
in making arrangements with a view to improvements 
in connection with the Strand road, were, for that 
purpose, desirous of obtaining possession of the land 
on the river-bank between the Strand road and the 
river Hooghly, In accordance with the instructions 
of the Deputy-Governor of Bengaly Mr. W. H, 
Smoulty the then Solicitor to the East India Company 
at Calcutta, by a letter dated the 2nd of November, 
1850, applied to Muityloll Seal to surrender any 
right he had in the lands on the river-bank in order 
that he might not be an obstacle to the improvement 
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to be carried out ; and in reply to such letter, Mutty- 
loll Seal, on the 31st of March, 1851, sent a letter v 

to Mr. Strwulf, expressing his readiness to surrender hey dossee 
all his interest in the property on two conditions — exie^dem. 
the first being, that he should not be required to east *inpia 
surrender the land until the Government were pre- c ompany. 
pared and actually began to carry out the proposed 
improvement on the Strand road ; and the second 
had reference to the construction of a Ghaut on the 
banks of the river, in a manner therein mentioned. 

It appeared that upon further consideration, Mutty- 
loU Seal resolved not to insist upon these conditions, 
and, on the 10th of May, 1851, he sent a letter to 
Mr. A. Grant, the then Solicitor of the East India 
Company, which was as follows: — Sir, — In refer- 
ence to an official letter from Mr. W. H. Smoult, then 
officiating Solicitor of the Honourable Company, of 
date the 2nd of Notwmher last, relating to the newly- 
formed land in front of the Strand Mills, of which T 
hold possession, I am quite ready to comply with the 
wishes of his Honour the Deputy-Governor, and to 
surrender all my interest in the property. I make 
this surrender in the full belief that it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to reconstruct the Strand 
road ; and that to obtain this most desirable purpose, 
it is necessary that they should be put in immediate 
possession of the land which I now hold ; at the 
same time, I have to request that if any delay should 
take place, that the land which I now surrender may 
not in the meantime be let to other i^arties, or applied 
to any other purposes than that of a road, as it 
might, in such case, become a serious injury to my 
property immediately abutting on it to the eastward. 

I have also to request that the Government should 
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erect and build a Ghaut at their own expense on the 
SREEMUTTv bunks of the river, precisely similar to that which is 
HEv dossee now erected and built at my own expense (only ex- 
DOE^DEM. tending the Ghaut steps to the south side), as will 

East "iNDu enclosed plan. The columns, roof, 
coMPANv. and ornamental parts of the Ghaut I am to be allowed 

to build at my own cost and expense, should the 
Government be pleased to approve of the above pro- 
posals. I beg to be favoured A\ith the honour of an 


answer. 


9 9 


A copy of this letter was forwarded by Mr. A, 
Grant to Mr. */. P, Grant, Secretary to the Govern- 
ment of Bengal, and in conformity with the instruc- 
tions of Government conveyed in a letter from Mr. J, 
P. Grant, of the 13th of June, 1851, Mr. A, Grant, 
on the 19th of June, 1851, sent the following letter 
to Muttyloll Seal: — “ Sir, — I had the honour of re- 
ceiving your letter of the 10th of May last, uncon- 
ditionally surrendering your interest in the newly- 
formed land on the Strand bank of the river fronting 
the Strand Mills, and enclosing the ‘ plan of the 
Flour Mill Ghaut,* w^hich letter and plan I had the 
honour to forward to the Bengal Government in 
copies. I am directed by the Deputy-Governor of 
Bengal to communicate to you, in reply to your letter, 
that his Honour is gratified by the course adopted by 
you. I am directed to say, you may be assured that, 
pending the execution of the project of the new Strand 
road, which has been for several years in the con- 
templation of Government, the land now surrendered 
by you ^vill not be let to any other party. Respect- 
ing your request for the building of a Ghaut on the 
banks of the river, the columns, roof, and ornamental 
parts of which building you liberally offer to construct 
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at your own expense, the Deputy-Governor desires ^ 59 . 
me to sav that the erection of a proper number of skkkmuttv 

• ANUNUOMO 

Ghauts, at suitable places, is a part ot the proposed hey dosser 


plan of improvement, and the Government will gladly 
avail itself of your public-spirited offer when the time 
comes. 
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On the 26th of Jnhj, 1851, Mr. L. Clarke, acting 
on behalf of MvtUjloll Seal, wrote to Mr. C. K M. 
Jackson, the then Advocate-General, as follows: — 
“ In Mr. Secretary Granins letter to Bahoo Muttyloll 
Seal, of the 19th June last, it is not distinctly stated, 
that the Ghaut which the Government undertake to 
construct in place of that which he built, and now 
surrenders, will be erected on the present site. I 
have explained to you why this is of consequence to 
Muttyloll, and you tell me that such is the intention 
of the present arrangement. Will you get a few 
lines from Mr. Grant to this effect, to remedy any 
misconception, should there be another incumbent in 
his office when the new Ghaut may be built?*’ 

Mr. Jackson showed this letter to Mr. Grant, the 
Secretary to the Government, and on the 4th of 
August, 1851, Mr. Grant wrote to Mr. Jacfe.sow a letter 
of that date, which was as follows: — “Sir, — With 
reference to the communication from Mr. L. Clarke, 
of the 26th instant, made to you on the part of 
Bahoo Muttyloll Seal, which you showed to me a few 
days ago, and which I have laid before the Honour- 
able the Deputy-Governor of Bengal, I am directed 
by his Honour to say, that yon can assure the Bahoo 
that if the bank of the river and the Strand road 
remain as at present, the Ghaut, whereof he has 
announced his desire of erecting the columns, roof, 
and ornamental part alluded to in my letter to the 
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Company’s solicitor, No. 1,235, dated the 13th iilt., 
SKFiitMUTTY will bc crected where the Ghavt upon the land of 

ANUNDOMO* I .1 T> 7 • • i. i 

HKY dossee 'vmicn the Baboo now gives up possession, at present 
DOE^DEM. sounds ; but if, as is anticipated, a new road be made 
l AST ”iNDi\ in a line nearer to the river than the present 
Company, line, the GJiatit will be erected on the river-bank 

immediately opposite the existing Ghaut aforesaid.” 

This letter was communicated to MuUyloll Seal and 
to ^Ir. L, Clarice, his professional adviser. 


On the 27th of October, 1851, Mr. W. H. Elliot, 
the Chief Magistrate of Calcutta, proceeded to the pre- 
mises with MuUyloll Seal, and possession was for- 
mally made over to Mr. Elliot on behalf of the Go- 
vernment, as proprietor of the soil, by MuUyloll Seal, 
and restored to MuUyloll Seal as a tenant at a fixed 
rent, removable at the pleasure of Government on 
one month’s notice. 


Previously to this transaction, personal interviews 
liad taken place between Mr. Elliot and MuUyloll 
Seal, who had stated to Mr. Elliot his readiness to 
• give up the laud for “ the purpose of a public road 
an expression which Mr. Elliot required to be cor- 
rected for that “ of any public improvement,” which 
was acceded to by MuUyloll Seal. 

On the 11th of October, 1852, MuUyloll Seal exe- 
cuted an agreement which, after reciting that a dis- 
pute had long been pending between the Government 
of Bengal on the one part, and MuUyloll Seal on the 
other part, regarding the two parcels of land in ques- 
tion, proceeded as follows : — ‘ ‘ And whereas it has 
been declared that the Government desire the land 
for the purpose of public improvements ; and whereas 
it has been agreed between me and the Government, 
that on my giving up all claim to the proprietary 
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right and title in the land aforesaid, the Government 

will leave me in undisturhed possession thereof till vSi-t-KMUTTv 

ANUNDOMO- 

such time as the projected improvements above hev dossee 
alluded to shall render it necessary for me to vacate dok'uem. 
that land ; and whereas I did, in the presence of ndia 

many witnesses, on the 27th day of October last, pro- company. 
ceed to the land aforesaid, and then and there make 
over mv riffht and title in the said land to the C'hiel 
Magistrate of Calcutta^ on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, and did afterwards receive from him possession 
of the land as a tenant, at the rent of Rs. 10 per 
annum: Now, I, being in good health of body and 
of sound mind, do hereby acknowledge that I have 
no claim whatever to the proprietary right of the land 
aforesaid, and that I will, year by year, and hist by 
hist, pay on demand, the sum of Company’s Rs. 10 
per annum for the rent of that land ; and that when 
the projected improvements hereinbefore alluded to 
shall have been commenced, and shall have pro- 
gressed so far as to render it necessary, for the 
further extention and continuation of such improve- 


ments, that I should vacate tlie said land, according 
to the true intent and meaning of these presents and 
of the agreement between me and Government, as 
appears in tlic correspondence with Mr. Secretary 
Grant relating to the subject, that then, and on re- 
ceiving one month’s notice to quit from the Chief 
Magistrate of Calcutta for the time being, or other 
officer duly authorized by Government to issue such 
notice, I will entirely give up and vacate possession 
of the said land, and remove from it all buildings and 
all goods and chattels of every kind whatsoever which 
to me and my undertenants may pertain, and will 
thenceforward utterly renounce all claim for myself, 

E 


VTII—S 
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my heirs and successors, to the possession, as I have 
already done to the right and title of the said land.” 

After the date of the above agreement, the im- 
provements were commenced, under the authority of 
Government ; and in the course of such improve- 
ments the Strand road was increased in width, and 
the land remaining between the road and the river 
was macadamised, so as to form an open quay, 
accessible from the Strand road, on wdiich goods 
might be landed and conveyed in hackeries, and so as 
to be available for the relief of the traffic on the 
Strand road, one of the greatest thoroughfares in 
Calcutta, 

In the year 1856, the improvements on and along 
the Strand road had extended up to the land in 
question, and it became necessary to obtain posses- 
sion of the land for the further progress of the im- 
provements. Mxtttyloll Seal, was dead, and the Ap- 
pellants, his executrix and executors, -were then in 
possession. 

On the 11th of Septen\her, 1856, a notice to quit 
at the expiration of one month from the time of 
service, was issued by the Chief Magistrate of Cal- 
cutta, and served upon the Appellants. 

The Appellants refused to comply with the terms 
of the notice, when the East India Company brought 
an action of ejectment in the Supreme Court at Cal- 
cutta, on the plea side, against the Appellants to re- 
cover possession ; and they afterwards obtained the 
common rule to defend their title to the land, as land- 
lords, and a new plaint in ejectment was filed against 
the Appellants, who pleaded not guilty. 

The action w'as tried before Sir James W, Colvile, 
Knt., Chief Justice ; and Sir Arthur Buller, Knt., 
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Puisne Judge. On the part of the lessors of the 
Ttespondent the evidence adduced proved, in sub- 
stance, the facts and circumstances above detailed. 
The ground of defence set up by the Appellants 
was, that the “ public improvements, referred to in 
the agreement, dated the 11th of October, 1852, were 
confined to the construction of a new Strand road ; 
and that Muttijloll Seal thereby agreed to give up 
possession of the land for that purpose only ; and 
that, inasmuch as in the course of the improvements 
that were being made, the land in question would 
not, as they alleged, be applied for the purposes of 
the road, they were not bound to give up possession 
of the land. At the conclusion of the trial the Court 
found and declared as a jury, amongst other things, 
first, that if it was part of the essence of the contract 
that a new Strand road should be made, and that 
the road should have attained a certain degree of 
progress to authorize the giving of the notice, then 
the Court found and declared that this had not l)een 
done, as there was clearly no road made, either in 
substitution or extension of the Strand road. Se- 
condly, assuming that the work done on the ground 
which the Court wci'o of opinion was in the nature of 
a wharf, was a public improvement, the Court held, 
that it had progressed so far as to entitle the lessors 
of the Respondent to demand possession of the two 
parcels of land, and found for the lessors of the Re- 
spondent. Thirdly, as to the agreement, the Court 
found that it referred to public improvements gene- 
rally, and that improvements other than a new road 
were contemplated, and that the lessors of the Re- 
spondent were not bound to any particular improve- 
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ment. The Court accordingly gave a verdict for the 
lessors of the Respondent. 

The Appellants applied for and obtained a rule 
nisi calling on the lessors of the Respondent to show 
cause why the verdict should not be set aside and 
a new trial had, on the ground that the verdict was 
against evidence, and also on the ground of mis- 
direction. The rule came on to be argued on the 
13th of May, 1857, before the same Judges, and, 
after argument, was discharged. 

The present appeal was from the verdict and Judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court, and the Order made 
upon the rule nisi for setting aside the verdict. 

Mr. Rolt, Q. C., and Mr. Leith, for the Appel- 
lants. 

This case turns upon the construction and effect 
to be given to the informal instrument of the 11th 
of October, 1852, by which Muftyloll Seal agreed to 
give up and vacate the two parcels of alluvial land in 
<luestion, coupled with the correspondence imported 
by express reference into that agreement. The prin- 
cipal question will be, whether the lessors of the 
Respondent have brought themselves within the terms 
of the agreement, so as to be entitled to eject the 
Appellants. Our contention is, that the Government 
have not constructed a public road, which we submit, 
was one of the conditions on which the two parcels 
of land were agreed to be surrendered. Except under 
this agreement, there is no evidence of title in the 
East India Company to the land. By the agreement, 
Mnftyloll Seal abandoned his proprietary rights upon 
three conditions: first, that the land should be ap- 
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plied to no other purpose than tlie construction of a ^^59- 
new road ; secondly, that the Government should sukkajuttv 
erect a Ghaut upon the banks of the river at a certain hey ixjssee 
place ; and, thirdly, that he should not be required ^ok^dem. 
to vacate possession until the works agreed to be 
carried out had progressed so far as to complete the company. 
new road. The terms “ projective improvements 
and “ public improvements mentioned in the agree- 
ment can only refer to those mentioned or projected 
in the correspondence. Now, there is nothing in the 
agreement itself wliieli would enable it to be enforced ; 
the terms being too’ vague and too general. The Go- 
vernment must, therefore, stand upon their original 
title, and try the question whether Muttyloll Seal’s 
representatives are entitled to the land, as if no sur- 
render had been made by him of his proprietary 
rights ; for, we submit, that the agreement of October 
1852 passed a freehold interest to Muttyloll Seal which 
was continued in the Appellants. The Government 
must certainly show that the work in progress at the 
date of the notice to quit was a projected improvement 
within the meaning of the agreement and the cor- 


respondence. Now', it was found by the Court, acting 
as a jury, that the work in progress was not in the 
nature of a road ; and, it appears from the evidence, 
that the construction of a new public road between 
the old Strand road and the river Hooghly, was the 
improvement contemplated and agreed on at the date 
of the agreement, and that such new road and a new 
Ghaut were the only improvements projected or con- 
templated at that period. The verdict, therefore, 
ought not to have been for the lessors of the Re- 
spondent. The Court ought to have directed itself, 

sitting gs a jury, to inquire and find what particular 

* 
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i8 9. improvements were projected or contemplated, and 
srekmutty if the improvements contemplated by one of the 
hey^dossee parties differed from those contemplated by the 
doe*^d£m *^thers, then the improvement contemplated by Mut- 
the tyloll Seal, which was the construction of the new 

East India ' 

COMPANY, public road, ought to have been held by the Court 

to be the improvement contemplated by the agree- 
ment, and this construction is clear from the corre- 
spondence, imported into the agreement by express 
words of reference — [Lord Chelmsford : Let me put 
the view of the case which has been suggested by one 
of their Lordships, and a very important one it is. 
Muttyloll Seal was a proprietor, under some sort of 
title to the land in question. He was a Hindoo, 
and he could by the Hindoo law pass land without 
writing. He has actually done so in this case, without 
delivery of possession. Now, what character was he 
clothed with in respect to that land? He was not a 
tenant from year to year, because I think the terms 
of the agreement show that a tenancy from year to 
year is excluded. He could not be a tenant at will, 
because a month’s notice is inconsistent with the 


idea of a tenancy at will. A tenant at will is liable 
to be turned out without any notice at all. The 
agreement could not imply a licence to occupy the 
ground, because the East India Company, who must 
have given the licence, are a corporation, and the 
licence could only be given under their seal. What 
defence, therefore, to an action of ejectment could 
the Appellants have against the claim of the Bast 
India Company? If the Appellants have been in- 
duced to enter into the agreement by improper prac- 
" tices and suggestions, it might be set aside, or relief 
given in a Court of Equity ; but so far as the agree- 
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ment is concerned, we must look to the legal rights 18 ^ 9 - 
of the parlies in oj(‘ctnioiit. What dcl'ence then suEEjunxY 

, . ’ t 11 . ANUNUOMO- 

have you to the action?] — The Appellants were en- hey dossei; 
titled to hold possession until the public improve- doe^uem, 
ments had been completed and a month’s notice i^ad 
been given to require tliein to vacate. The verdict, < omfanv. 
we contend, is bad, first, as it is against evidence ; and 
secondly, on the ground of misdirection, that the 
improvements made were not the contemplated im- 
provements, and there ought, therefore, to be a new 
trial. 

Mr. Forsyth, Q. C., Mr. Matde, and Mr. W. H. 

Melvill, for the East India Company, 

Under the terms of the agreement of the 11th of 
October, 1852, and the correspondence therein referred 

to, the works in progress on the Strand road were 

% 

public improvements within the meaning of that in- 
strument. It was no part of the agreement between 
Muttyloll Seal and the Government, that the land 
■ should be taken by the Government, only if required 
for the purpose of a new road, nor was there any such 
understanding on the part of Muttyloll Seal. The 
purposes for which the land was required by Govern- 
ment were in accordance with the understanding ot 
the parties as well as the words of the agreement. 

Muttyloll Seal must be considered as holding under a 
title from the Government. The surrender of such 
interest as he had in the land was unconditional. 

That being so, and the notice to quit the land in 
question being properly issued and served upon the 
Appellants, they were not justified in refusing to 
comply with the notice, and there was, therefore, no 
defence in ejectment to this action. As the verdict 
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srkemutty would be useless, considering the title of the Appel- 
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for a new trial. 


Their Lordships’ judgment was pronounced by 
The Right Hon. Lord Chelmsford. 


This is an appeal upon a verdict and judgment of 
the Supreme Court at Calcutta in an action of eject-' 
ment by the lessors of the Respondent against the 
Appellants, and also from an Order of that Court 
discharging a rule nisi subsequently obtained, to set 
aside the verdict and for a new trial. 


This ejectment was brought to recover two pieces 
of land lying between the Strand road and the river 
Hooghly, in the town of Calcutta. This land had 
been gained from the river Hooghly by accretion, 
and, at the time of the transactions out of which the 
ejectment arose, was in the possession of Muttyloll 
Seal, since deceased, as the ostensible owner. His 
claim was, however, disputed by the East India Com- 
pany ; and Muttyloll Seal, in the year 1841, appears to 
have been willing to have admitted their right to the 
land, for in two letters of the dates respectively of 
the 25th of August and the 4th of November, 1841, 
he proposed to take it on a lease, “ or, if Govern- 
ment were not agreeable to that, he wished them to 
give him a written assurance that he was to keep 
possession so long as they did not require the said 
plots for some other purposes themselves.” Whether 
anything took place upon these letters nowhere ap- 
pears ; but Muttyloll Seal continued in the undis- 
turbed possession of the two pieces of land from that 
time do^vn to the year 1851. The Government, for 
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many years before 1851, had it in contemplation to 
construct a new road in lieu of the old Strand road; 
and ill that year the project seems to have been 
seriously taken up, and application was made to 
Muttyloll Seal to give up the land in question for this 
purpose. These two pieces of land were immediately 
in front of other land the undoubted property of 
Muttyloll Seal, from which they were only separated 
by the public highway called the Strand road, so that 
by the possession of them he and his tenants had 
immediate and uninterrupted access to the river. 
Muttyloll Seal had also built a Ghaut, with steps 
leading down to the river upon other alluvial land 
abutting on one of the two pieces of land in question. 

There can be no doubt that when application was 
first made to Muttyloll Seal to surrender the land, he 
believed that the project of the (Jovernment was to 
make a new Strand road, and, also, that this was the 
improvement originally contemplated by them. His 
expectation appears clearly from the first letter upon 
the subject, written by him to Mr. Smoidt, the So- 
licitor of the Hast Jndia Company, on the 31st of 
March, 1851, in which one of tlie conditions for 
which he stipulates is, that “he shall not be required 
to surrender the land until the Government are pre- 
pared, and do actually begin to carry out the pro- 
posed improvement on the Strand road.” It is true 
that in his subsequent letter, written to Mr. Archibald 
Grant, the new Solicitor to the East India Company, 
on the 10th of May, 1851, he does not insist upon 
this condition; but he states explicitly — “1 make 
this surrender in the full belief that it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to reconstruct the Strand 
road, and that to obtain this most desirable purpose 
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it is necessary that they should be put in immediate 
possession of the land which 1 now hold; at the 
same time 1 have to request that if any delay should 
take place, that the land which i now surrender may 
not, in the meantime, be let to other parties, or 
applied to any other purposes than that of a road, 
as it might, in such case, become a serious injury 
to my property immediately abutting on it to the 
eastward.” 

What was the improvement wliitli was contem- 
plated by the Covernment at this lime is shown by 
the answer of Mr. Archibald Grant to Muttyloll Seal 
of the 13th of June, 1851, after a communication 
from the Secretary to the Government, in which, 
treating the letter of Muttyloll Seal as an uncon- 
ditional surrender of his interest in the newly-formed 
land on the Strand bank of the river, he adds; — “I 
am directed by the Dex)uty-Governor of Bengal to 
communicate to you, in reply to your letter, that his 
Honour is gratified by the course adopted by you. I 
am directed to say you may be assured that, pending 
the execution of the project of a new Strand road, 
which has been for several yoais in the contemplation 
of Government, the land now surrendered by you 
will not be let to any other party.” 

It has been observed in argument, that Muttyloll 
Seal imposes no condition upon the Government that 
they shall “recon.struct” the Strand road, but 
merely makes the surrender “in the full belief” that 
this is their intention : that although he requests *hat, 
if any delay takes place, the land shall not be applied 
to any other purposes than a road, as well as that it 
shall not be let to other parties, the letter accepting 
the surrender is confined to an assurance that, pend^ 
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ing the execution of the project, the land will not be 
let to any other party, and that the surrender of Jiis 
interest is, to his own knowledge, treated as having 
been made unconditionally; from all whicli it is in- 
ferred that Muttyloll Seal must have known, or at 
least have had strong grounds for believing, that the 
plan of the Government was not necessarily confined 
to the formation of a new Strand road. 

Down to this period of the correspondence, liow- 
ever, there does not appear to have been any other 
improvement in contemplatioii ; nor was there any- 
thing to lead Muttyloll Seal to believe that the land 
in question was wanted for any other purpose than 
for a road. 

But before the actual surrender took place, some 
intimation was given, which might Iiave been suffi- 
cient to lead him (in some degree at least) to expect 
some alteration of the original Government scheme 
of improvement. In his letter to Mr. Archibald 
Grant, containing his offer to surrender the land, he 
says: — *‘l have also to request that the Government 
should erect and build a Ghaut at their owji expense, 
on the banks of the river, precisely similar to that 
which is now erected and built at my own expense 
(only extending the Ghaut steps to the south side), 
as will appear by the inclosed plan. The columns, 
roof and ornamental parts of the Ghaut I am to be 
allowed to build at my own cost and expense, should 
the Government be pleased to approve of the above 
proposals. I beg to be favoured with the honour of 
an answer.” 

And, in answer, he had been told; — ‘‘Respecting 
your request for the building of a Ghaut on the banks 
of the river, the columns, roof and ornamental parts 
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of which building you liberally offer to construct at 
your own expense, the Deputy-Governor desires me 
to say that the erection ol‘ a proper number of 
Ghauts at suitable places is a part of the proposed 
plan of improvement, and the Government will 
gladly avail itself of your public-spirited offer when 
the time comes/’ 

Air. Longueville Clarke, who was the adviser of 
Muttyloll Seal, on the 26th of July, 1851, wrote for 
an explanation to the then Advocate-General, as fol- 
lows: — “My dear Jackson , — In Air. Secretary Grant's 
letter to Baboo Muttyloll Seal, of the 19th of June 
last, it is not distinctly stated that the Ghaut wliicli 
the Government undertake to construct in place of 
that which he built, and now surrenders, will be 
erected on the present site. 1 have explained to you 
why this is of consequence to Muttyloll, and you tell 
me that such is the intention of the present arrange- 
ment. Will you get a few lines from Mr. Grant to 
this effect, to remedy any misconception, should there 
be another incumbent in his office when thc^ new 
Ghaut may be built T’ 

To which the Secretary of the Government returned 
this answer on the 4th of August, 1851: — “Sir, — 
With reference to the communication from Mr. Lon- 
gueville Clarke of tlie 26th instant, made to you on the 
part of Baboo Muttyloll Seal, which you showed to jiie 
a few days ago, and which 1 have laid before the 
Honourable the Deputy-Governor of Bengal, I am 
directed by his Honour to say, that you can assure the 
Baboo that if the bank of the river and the Strand 
road remain as at present, tlie Ghaut whereof he has 
announced his desire of erecting the columns, roof 
a|id ornamental part alluded to in my letter to the 

4 
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Company's solicitor. No. 1235, dated tlic 13tli alt., 
will he erected when the Ghaui upon the land o! which skekm un v 
llie Baboo now gives up possession at present stands: mv nossit 
but if, as is anticipated, a new road be made, running nor' hem. 
in a line nearer to the river than the present line, the "ndia 
Ghaut will be erected on the river harik, immediately company. 
opposite the existing Ghaut aforesaid. T have, &c., 

J. P. Grants Secretary to the Government of Bentjal.’’ 

This letter was not only communicated to Muitjj- 
loll Seal, but it is referred to expressly in the agree- 
ment of the 11th of October, 1852, which was signed 
by him after his actual surrender of the land, ami 
which agreement was prei)ared by Mr. Clarke on his 
behalf. 


It certainly does appear extraordinary, if it was 
intended that the land should be surrendered only 
upon condition that a new Strand road should be 
made, that they did not at once reject the idea of 
there being the least uncertainty upon that subject, 
and insist upon a literal compliance with this con- 
dition, as the price of the surrender of the land. 

It is to be observed, that this lettei* was written 
nearly three months before the actual suri'ender, 
which took place on the 27th of October, 1851. 
Before this event Muttifloll Seal had conversations 
with Mr. Elliot; but although he states that in one 
of them “the Baboo said he would give up the land 
only for a public road,” and Mr. Elliot insisted upon 
the alteration of the terms to any “public improve- 
ment,” yet as he cannot fix the time of this par- 
ticular conversation, but can only say it was “before 
signing the agreement B” (the agreement of the 11th 
of October, 1852), it cannot fairly be taken to have 
occurred before the delivery of possession. 
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However, 011 the* 27tli of October, 1851, Mr. Elliot 
.'says: — “1 proceeded to the premises with Muttyloll 
Seal after the verbal agreement; possession was for- 
mally made over to me on behalf of Government, as 
proprietor of the soil on the 27th of October, 1851, 
by Baboo Muttyloll Seal in j^erson, in presence of nu- 
merous witnesses, and restored to the Baboo as a 
tenant removeable at the pleasure of Government on 
one month’s notice as per separate agreement; a 
previous day had been fixed, and it was postponed to 
Monday, the 27th of October, 1851.” 

Some little difficulty has arisen as to the meaning 
ot‘ the words used by Air. Elliot, “as per separate 
agreement.” TTpon turning, however, to the evidence 
of Mr. Clarke, who was present at the delivery of 
possession, after speaking of the Bengalee Kabooleat 
signed at the time, he says, “There was also an agree- 
ment to be signed;” so that Mr. Elliot, by the 
words “as per separate agreement,” must be under- 
stood to refer to an agreement to be afterwards made, 
which was to contain the terms upon which Muttyloll 
Seal was to be allowed to remain in possession. It 
can hardly be contended, that before this agreement 
was entered into, Muttyloll Seal had any interest in 
the land wdiich could have been available against an 
ejectment brought by the Rast India Company upon 
the legal title acquired by his formal delivery to 
them. 

Then, did the agreement of the 11th of October, 
1852, place him in a better situation for resisting 
the enforcement of their rights in a Court of law? 
The Appellants contend that the proper construction 
of this agreement is, that they are entitled to hold 
possession until a month’s notice has been given, 
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after the new Strand road should have progressed jA-io- 
so far as to render it iieeessarv, for its furtlier srkkmuitv 

I . ANUNDOMO- 

extension and continuation, that they shoiucl vacate hev dossfe 
tlie land; and that although there is no express DOE OEM. 
mention of the road in the agreement, yet that the kas7”indja 
words “public improvements” and “projected im- company. 
provements” hereinbefore alluded to, must be inter- 
preted by reference to the correspondence with Mr. 

Secretary Grant, to mean nothing else but the new 
Strand road. 


But against this construction must be set the 
reference to the letter to Mr. Secretary Grant of 
the 4th of August, 1851, showing that the altera- 
tion of the Strand road was not definitively decided 
upon, and the conversation with Mr. Elliot before 
this agreement was signed, in which he insisted upon 
the general words “public improvements” lieing in- 
serted, for the very purpose of preventing its being 
alleged that MnttijloU Seal had given up his land only 
for a public road. Now, construing the agreement by 
the aid which these circumstances aiTord, it would 
rather appear that whatever interest Muttyloll Seal 
had in the possession, was contingent, not upon the 
formation of the new Strand road, hut upon the 
public improvements, of whatever nature the Go- 
vernment might ultimately determine to execute in 
this direction. 

Of course, if this is the correct construction, then, 
even if Muttyloll Seal's interest under the agreement 
was a legal one, it was determined by the notice given 
on behalf of the East India Company. But the real 
question upon the agreement is, whether it created any 
legal interest of any description. For the purpose of 
this consideration, let it be assumed that the “public 
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iinproveineiits” intended by the a^jreement, were the 
t'ornmtion ol* a new Strand road, and that, consequently, 
Mnitffloll Seal'.'i possession was contingent upon the 
progress of that road. The lessors of the Plaintiff 
had l)ecoine the absolute owners of the land, and, upon 
the proposed assumption, they would have let Muttyloll 
Seal into possession under an agreement that they 
would not disturb him until after a month from a con- 
tingent uncertain event. What was the nature of this 
interest if i)id it create any tenancy between the parties'? 
ff so, of what description? It certainly was not a 
tenancy for years ; nor from year to year ; nor for a 
year certain ; nor for a month ; nor for any other 
certain time. In the course of the argument for the 
Appellants, it was suggested that the agreement passed 
a freehold interest, and, certainly, from the indefinite 
character of the interest given, it seems best to answer 
this description. If the agreement could have created 
such an interest, there being no measure assigned by 
years or by any portion of time, although the stipu 
lated rent was to be payable yearly, it could lie nothing 
loss than a freehold, and a freehold which would not 
end with Muttyloll SeaVs life, because, as he was a 
Hindoo, no words of inheritance were requisite to 
continue , his interest to his heirs. The consequence 
would be, that his death not determining it, it would 
enure to their benefit, and have an indefinite duration 
till determined by a notice on the occurrence of the 
event contemplated. Now, an interest of this nature 
could not be created by parol, or by a mere writing, 
such as the instrument of the 11th of October, 1852, 
which, therefore, could operate only as an agreement. 
Muttyloll Seal having been admitted, or holding, under 
this agieement, and the same sort of possession being 
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continued by the Appellants, he and they after him 
could not be treated as trespassers, but were in as ' ' 
tenants-at-will ; of course, sucli a tenancy was deter- atv ix>sstE 
minable by the mere bringing of an ejectment. doe pfm. 

The 

This appears to be the correct construction of the 
agreement, so far as the legal rights of the parties 
flowing out of it are concerned. It passed no legal 
interest out of the East India Company to Muffyloll 
Seal. The Company did not grant, nor did they 
intend to grant, as Hindoos ; if they had so intended, 
they must have failed in their intention, for they could 
only grant according to law. Yet the instrument was 
binding upon them as an agreement, and a Court of 
equity would have protected the Appellants against 
any attempt to dispossess them contrary to its stipu- 
lations. Not^\^thstanding the pro\dsion which it con- 
tains for a month’s notice, the East India Company 
might have maintained an ejectment the day after the 
agreement was entered into, because it passed no legal 
interest, but they could have been instantly restrained 
from proceeding by a Court of equity. 

Their Lordships, in determining this case, have 
confined themselves strictly to the legal rights of the 
parties, and have purposely abstained from expressing 
any opinion upon the equitable considerations which 
may be involved in it. They decide only that the eject- 
ment was maintainable, and that the Appellants had no 
defence to it at law ; and this decision is made without 
prejudice to any equitable rights of the Appellants, 
which must be understood to be fully reserved to them. 

Their Lordships will, therefore, humbly recommend 
to Her Majesty that the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature be affirmed, and this appeal dis- 
missed, with costs. 
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AND 

Sreemutty Juggutsoondree Dossee - Respondent."^ 
On appeal from the Supreme Court at Calcutta. 

Tliniloo Lnvc — ITill — Confitnu-tion — Bequest to idol with provision for 
rujoymrnt of surplus prncccds’* by sons — Direction to add surplus to 
vapital and for division of surplus in case of disagreement — Bequest, if 
absolute — Prorisiou for division of income if amounts to separation in 
status — Provision for descent In nude line — Widoto*8 right if defeated. 

Altliouglj the Courts in India recognize the power of a Hindoo to malte 
a Will, yet the extent of the power of disposition by a Testator is to be 
regulated by the Hindoo law, and cannot interfere with a widow’s right to 
a ])roper maintenance. 

Hindoo by Will, gave all his moveable and immoveable property to 
his family idol; a)id after stating that he had four sons, he directed that 
his property should never be divided by them, their sons, or grandsons 
in succession, but that they should enjoy *^the surplus proceeds only;” 
and the Will, after appoinHng one of the sons manager to the estate, to 
attend to the festivals and ceremonies of the idol and maintain the 
family, further directed, that whatever might be the surplus, after de- 
ducting the whole of the expenditure, the same should be added to the 
corpus, and in the event of a disagreement between the sons and family, 
the Testator directed, that after the expenses attending the estate, the 
idol, and maintenance of the members of the family, whatever nett pro- 
duce and surplus there might be, should be divided annually in certain 
proportions among the jiiembera of the family. At the date of the Will 
the family were joint in estate, food, and worship. The accumulations 
of the income were divided as directed by the Will. Held, — 

First, that the bequest to the idol was not an absolute gift, but was 
to be construed as a gift to the Testator’s four sons and their offspring 
in the male line, as a joint family, so long as the family reniaiued joint, 
and that the four sous were entitled to the surplus of the property, 
after providing for the performance of the ceremonies and festivals of 
the idol, and the provisions in the Will for maintenance. 

Second, that the fact of the division of the income arising out of the 

Ramdoss Bysack, a Hindoo inhabitant of 
Dacca, in Bengal, died in the year 1848, leaving large 
self-acquired estate, consisting of moveable and im- 

• Present: Members of the Judicial Committee, — The Right 
Hon. Lord Chelmsford, the Right Hon. the Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. the 
Lord Justice Turner. 

Assessor , — The Right Hon. Sir LawTence Peel. 
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Testator’s estate among the members of the family after the Testator’s 
death did not constitute a division of the family. 

One of the sons of the Testator died, leaving three sons, one of whom 
also died without issue, leaving a widow. 


I 
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Held further, that the direction contained in the Will that the pro* SKtKvUTTY 
])erty should go in the male line did not exclude the widow of the grand- JuGGUT- 
son of the Testator, and that the widow was entitled to a third share soondkee 
of a fourth part of the property and accumulation, without prejudice Dossee. 
to her rights as a Hindoo widow* w'hon tlte ])roporty should be djrided. 


moveable property, situate in that Province, having, 
on the 13th of Fehruarif, 1848, made a Will in the 
Bengalee language, of which the following is a trans- 
lation : — 

“ Being now far advanced in age, and being aboui 
making preparations to proceed to the holy place of 
Esshor Sree Brindahitn, I have (of my own free will in 
sound health and settled mind) with the view of 
making a Will of the whole of whatever properties I 
possess and the same being in future brought into 
operation spccihecl below the distribution of all my pro- 
perties which will accordingly he carried into effect. 
First. — Independently of my paternal concerns I 
having by my own earnings acquired in this dis- 
trict of Dacca and in the tovui of Calcutta &c 
brick-built houses Zeutindary and TalooJcs or landed 
estates and rent-free lands and Company’s promissory 
notes and divers other mercantile transactions and 
cloth merchandize and gold and silver and precious 
stones and shawls and roomals &c. various self- 
acquired properties in my o\vn name and in the 
names of my own sons and also in the fictitious names 
of other persons have been passing my time wherein 
none of my paternal property or money &c. was 
concerned the whole of the said properties I have 
obtained by my own exertions. Whatever has been 
produced and increased (through the means of my 

F 2 
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funds) by tlie labours of my two sons namely Sree 
Krit!hnomi{)iffle and Sree ManikcJmnd Bysack the 
whole of that too being* blended together has been 
applied to the banking and mercantile transactions 
&c. and the purchase of lands and tenures. The 
acquisitions of even the sons are not held separate. 
Second. — The whole of my aforesaid moveable 
and immoveable properties I have granted to Sree 
Sree Joot Essliore Muddvnmohun Thakoor (the idol 
so called) which I have established in the house of 
which ho is the Malik or proprietor. I am not in- 
debted to any person at present. I have four sons, 
that is Sree Krishno7}itingle and Sree Manikchimd, 
and Sree Shamchvnd and Sree JvggurnaiitJi Bysack 
are in existence. Among these my above-mentioned 
properties shall never be divided and partitioned and 
the said sons or their offspring &c., that is to say, 
their sons and grandsons, heirs in succession, shall 
not have the power of alienating any one of my 
aforesaid properties by gift or sale, &c. If they do 
so the same shall be inadmissible before the admi- 
nistrator of justice and neither the whole of the 
above-mentioned properties nor any part thereof 
shall be liable to sequestration or auction sale for the 
debts of the heirs and successors. After my demise, my 
sons, grandsons, et cetera^ heirs, shall have the power 
of enjoying the surplus proceeds only. Third. — From 

the time present my eldest son, Sree Krishnomungle 
Bysack shall as a servant of the Esshore Thakoor 
control over and manage the entire estate and main- 
tain the members of the family and whenever and 
whatsoever acts and business and the ceremonies 
and festivals &c. of the Thakoors or the deities 
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shall occur he shall perforin some according to 
his own discretion. Whatever may be the overplus sonaiu-'J 
after the deduction of the whole of the expenditures 
the same shall be added to my said estates and other Jur.noT 
properties, or Company’s papers shall be purchased, 
or any mercantile speculation which may be advan- 
tageous shall be entered into therewith. Fourth.— 

After the death of Sree Krishnomungle, in accord- 
ance with the pi’ovisions specified in the 3rd clause, 

Sree Manikchiind Bysack being director and performer 
of the divine services and manager shall exercise his 
control over all. In the like manner in the event of 
Manikchund's departing this life, amongst my heirs 
whoever may exist and be the oldest in age he shall 
exercise similar control and shall perfoi'm the whole of 
the affairs. Fifth.— Should no agreement and unani- 
mity at all exist among my heirs then the profits of the 
mercantile transactions and traffics and banking and of 
the landed estates and rents of houses and on account 
of various interests of description &c. whatever money 
shall be received belonging to my estate from that 
first of all the public revenue and the charges of the 
interior and the expenses of the repairs of the 
houses being deducted whatever surplus may remain 
out of that the expenses of the idols and of the esta- 
blished and contingent affairs of the family and occa- 
sional acts and ceremonies and the expenses on ac- 
count of the maintenance of the members of the family 
and connection &c. being deducted whatever nett- 
produce and overplus there may be the same being ad- 
justed annually six awnas portion of the said overplus 
money Sree Krishnomungle Bysack and his children 
and six annas share Sree Manikchund Bysack and his 
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children and two annas share Svee Shanichund Bysack 
and his children and two annas share Sree Jugger- 
naiith Bysack and his children shall be entitled to 
receive having the same apportioned. With the 
exception of these none of my children shall have 
(upon any plea) the power of claiming any increased 
share. Should they ever do so they shall be inadmis- 
sible. In consideration of the increase of the capital 
fortune which has been effected by the labors of 
Krishnomnngle and Manikchimd somewhat increased 
shares have been given to them. None shall have 
any power of raising any objection thereto. And 
after the demise of my sons their respective male 
issues down to sons and sons^ sons &c. heirs in 
succession, shall be entitled to the shares of the 
aforesaid amount of the surplus profits belonging to 
their respective fathers. And whatever portion of 
the father's share shall (according to the Shastra or 
Hindoo law) be lawfully due to whomsoever of the 
heirs he shall receive such portion of the profits. 
Should (owing to the non-existence of heirs in the 
lineage of male issue) a daughter or daughter's son 
be empowered to receive any share then such person 
shall receive a stipend which may be merely enough 
for food clothes and shall have no power of claim- 
ing the share of the profits. Sixth. — To whomsoever 
whatever streedhan has been given and to whomsoever 
whatever may in future be given that woman is the 
rightful owner of the same none else have any power 
of laying the hands of an heir thereupon. With the 
exception thereof all other whatever personal proper- 
ties of gold and silver &c. there are, all the children 
shall have the power of using them with discretion 
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and as occasion may require and when should they be 
compelled to be separate then they shall receive 
them according- to the above-mentioned proportions. 
Seventh. — In the event of any property out of the 
whole of my properties above enumerated (by be- 
coming old or damaged have the appearance of being 
injured or otherA\dse owing to any irresistible cause) 
be likely to become deteriorated then the clauses 
above specified shall not be a bar against making a 
sale or exchange of such property.^’ 

Probate was granted to tliis Will by the Supreme 
Court at Calcutta. 

The Testator left four sons ; Krishnomungle Bysack, 
Manickchund Bysack, Shamchund Bysack and Juggur- 
nautk Bysack, and one widow, him surviving, and con- 
stituted a joint and undivided Hindoo family. 

Krishnomungle Bysack died intestate in June, 1850, 
leaving three sons, the Appellant, Sonatun By sack, 
Ilurrymohun Bysack and Kistodoss Bysack, and a 
widow. 

In the year 1849, JIurryn/ohun Bysack, one of the 
grandsons of the Testator, married tlie Respondent, 
and afterwards died, intestate and childless, leaving 
the Respondent his widow and heir him surviving. 

The Respondent, then an infant, by her next friend, 
filed a Bill in the Supreme Court at Calcutta, against 
Manickchund Bysack, Shamchund Bysack, Juggurnauth 
Bysack, the Appellant, and Kistodoss Bysack. The 
Bill set forth the principal facts above stated, and 
charged that the Respondent, as the widow and 
legal representative of Hurrymohun Bysack, deceased, 
was entitled to an interest for life in his estate, and 
that such interest extended to a third of six annas of 
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the estate of the Testator under the Will, and to a 
third of the estate of Krishnomungle Bysack, that 
might have accrued since the death of the Testator ; 
and the Bill charged that the limitation and restric- 
tion in the Will as to none but males inheriting was 
too remote, and, therefore, void, and that her father- 
in-law, Krishnomungle Bysack, was upon a true con- 
struction of the Will entitled to an absolute six annas 
share in the estate of Bamdoss Bysack, and that 
Krishnomungle Bysack, and his son were in like 
manner entitled to a six annas share of the ac- 
cumulations thereof since the death of Ramdoss 
Bysack. That, even if the Court should be of 
opinion that the estate to which the Plaintiff’s hus- 
band was entitled became divested, by his dying 
without male issue, still the limitations in the Will of 
Ramdoss Bysack could not in any way control or alter 
anv of the accumulations made since his death ; that 
under no circumstances whatsoever could a Will 
operate so as to deprive a Hindoo mdow of such a 
maintenance out of the estate of her husband as 
would be suitable to his means ; and the Plaintiff 
submitted, that although the Company’s Courts, as 
well as the Supreme Court, had declared the power 
of Hindoos to make Wills, yet that such WiUs must 
not be in derogation of any rights of parties entitled 
to maintenance or otherwise under the Hindoo law. 
And the Bill further charged that the descendants of 
Ramdoss Bysack were a Hindoo family, joint in estate, 
food and worship, and that no partition had ever 
been made of the same ; and that the disposal of the 
Testator’s moveable and immoveable property to the 
idol, 8ree Joot Esshore Muddenmohun Thakoor, was 


ON APPEAL FROM tilE EAST INDIES. 


73 


void ; and that the restriction upon alienation con- 
tained also in the second clause was void, as tending 
to create a perpetuity ; and, lastly, that having regard 
to the whole of the Will, the trust, if any, in favour 
of the idol could only be construed as a trust to the 
extent of what is sufficient to keei3 up the worship of 
the idol in a proper and becoming manner, having' 
regard to the position of the Testator’s family ; and 
the Bill prayed, first, that the Will of Ramdoss Bysack 
might be carried out under the Order and direction of 
the Court, and that the rights of the Plaiiititf and De- 
fendants, the parties interested therein, also of the 
idol, might be ascertained and declared ; secondly, that 
au account might be taken of the estate of Ramdoss 
Bysack, at the time of his death ; thirdly, that 
an account also might be taken of the estate of 
Krishna munglc Bysack ; fourthly, that as far as the 
Plaintitf was concerned, a partition might take place, 
and that she might be decreed to be entitled to hold 
her share, whatever that may be, in severalty for her 
life; fifthly, that if the Court should be of opinion 
that the husband of the Plaintifi: was not entitled to 
any interest either in the estate of Ramdoss Bysack, 
or of the accumulation since his death, then that she 
might be declared entitled to a suitable maintenance 
out of the estate of Ramdoss Bysack and the accumu- 
lations thereof. And lastly, for an account of what 
amount of property was requisite to be set aside and 
appropriated for the due performance of the worship 
of the idol. 

The Defendant, Manickchiind Bysack, and the Appel- 
lant, filed a joint answer to the Bill. The answer slated, 
that some accumulations were made of the income of 
the property left by the Testator, first by his two eldest 
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sons, and subsequently to the death of Krishnomungle 
by ManicJichund alone ; and that such accumulations, 
up to the death of Hurrymoliuny in the year 1258, 
B.K., from the death of the Testator, amounted to a 
nett sum of Rs. 21,512. 2, and that further accumula- 
tions had been made since the death of Hurryrnokim 
up to tlie end of the year 1261, b.e., amounting to 
the nett sum of Rs. 544,01. 3. 6, and that the accu- 
mulations made up to the year 1259, b.e., estimated 
at Rs. 47,792. 2. 6, had been divided among the 
whole of the Hefeiidanls, the Respondent having re- 
sided with them up to the last-mentioned date, and 
accordingly received her maintenance from them ; 
and that the remainder of such accumulations had 
been received, and were then in the possession of the 
Defendant, Manickchitnd, as manager and executor 
under the Will ; and that the descendants of the Testa- 
tor had always been and still were a Hindoo family, 
joint in estate, food, and Avorship, excepting as to the 
Defendants, By sack and J iiggernaiith Bysack, 
who had become separate in food only from the other 
members of the joint family, and that no partition 
had ever been made among the descendants of the 
Testator of the joint estate, except so far as such 
accumulations up to the end of the Bengalee year 
1259, which had been divided among them as 
aforesaid, could be called a partition ; and the answer 
submitted to the Court the points of law raised and 
charged by the Bill in regard to the rights of the 
Respondent, as Avidow and heii’-at-law of Hurry- 
tHohun Bysack, in respect to the joint estate of the 
Testator, and the accumulations aforesaid: and it 
Avas by the ansAver contended, that she AA'as only entitled 
to maiulenance, A\hich the Respondent had received 
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from the Defendants, as long as she had remained in 
their house ; and that they had all along been ready 
and willing- and had offered to maintain the Kespon- 
dent. The answer of the Defendant, Shamcliund By- 
sack, was similar in its statements to the above answer. 
The other two Defendants, Jaygcniautli Bysavh and 
Kistodoss Bysack, infants, by their guardian, filed the 
usual infants’ answer. 

An Order was made by the Supreme Court on the 
28th of Jidy, 1857, with the consent of the Defen- 
dants, that the Plaintiff should be allowed Ks. 100 per 
mensem for her maintenance. 

The cause was heard on the 4th of August, 1857, and 
the Court by a decretal Order of that date declared 
and decreed, that the Respondent, as the widow and 
heiress of Iliirryfuohuu Bysack, was entitled to a 
share in the estate formerly belonging to the Testator, 
but the Court reserved the question as to what 
should be the amount of such share until the Muster 
bad made his report upon the inquiries therein di- 
I’ected ; and the decretal Order then directed accounts 
to be taken of the moveable and immoveable estate of 
the Testator, and of the rents and profits of the immove- 
able estate, and of the accumulations of the move- 
able and immoveable estate ; and the decretal Order 
directed the Master to inquire and report what parts 
of the estate were outstanding and undisposed of, and 
Avhether any division of the accumulations, or of the 
surplus income of the estate, had taken place ; and be- 
tween whom and in whi^t shares and proportions, and 
what portion of the income of the Testator’s estate 
had been applied in or towards the support of tlie 
family idol, or for the performance of the religious 
and other ceremonies connected with the worship of 
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such idol ; and wliat provision should be made, and 
Avlint part of the estate should be set apart for the fu- 
ture maintenance of such family worship. All further 
directions and the costs of the suit were reserved until 
after the Master had made his report. 


The judgment pronounced by the Court, consisting 
of the Chief Justice, Sir James TF. Colvile, Sir Arthur 
Biiller, and Sir Charles R, M. Jackson, Puisne Judges, 
in making the above decretal Order was as follows: — 
“ The question in this cause is, how far the rights of 
the Plaintiff, as the widow and heiress of Hurrymohun 
Bysack, in the ancestral estate which was left by Rant- 
doss Bysack, her husband's grandfather, are affected or 
varied by the document which is admitted to be the 
last Will and Testament of Ramdoss Bysack. The 
effect of the earlier dispositive clauses is to give nomi- 
nally the whole of the Testator's property to his family 
Thakoor, but not by way of a religious endowment, 
properly so called. On the contrary, the Testator's 
plain intention is, that, subject to a proper provision 
for the performance of the ceremonies in favour of 
this idol, the amount of which seems to be left to the 


discretion of the managing member, his family should, 
as a joint Hindoo family, continue to enjoy his pro- 


perty, not only drawing the income from land and 
other fixed investments, but continuing to carry on 
his banking business, or embarking his capital in other 
mercantile speculations. It is, therefore, almost con- 
ceded, that no effect can be given to the last sentence 
in the second clause, which denies to the sons and other 
remoter descendants the power of alienation, and 
seeks to withdraw the property from liability to their 
debts, even though incurred in carrying on the trade 
authorized, if not enjoined, by the Testator, Such 
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provisions are obviously inconsistent with the nature 
of the interest in the property given, and with the use sonatun 
to be made of it. It would be strange if under v. 
colour of a bequest in favour of an idol, a man could 
not only enjoy property, but trade with it, vdthout 
subjecting his beneficial interest in it to the just de- 
mands of his creditors. The utmost effect that can 
be given to such a disposition, is to treat the religious 
trust as over-riding the beneficial interest of the party 
in possession, and constituting a prior charge upon the 
property. Such was the view taken of a similar dis- 
position by the late Chief Justice in his judgment in 
Doe dem. Sihchinider Doss v. SMissen Banner jee (1 
Boulnois, p. 72). In the fifth clause of the AVill, 
the Testator provides for a different state of things, 
namely, that in which ‘ no agreement and unanimity at 
all exist among my heirs.’ We are inclined to think 
that he meant the provisions in restraint of alienation 
to over-ride this clause, but contemplated a state of 
things in which his heirs would be unable to agree 
in the application of the surplus income, and would 
cease to enjoy it as an undivided Hindoo family. To 
meet that state of things, he provides that his two 
eldest sons by whose personal exertions the fortune 
had, in part, been made, and their respective children, 
shall each have a six annas share ; whilst the two 

« 

younger sons and their respective descendants shall 
each take only a two annas share. And this provision 
is followed by the clause upon which the present con- 
tention arises; the effect of which seems to us to be, 
that the shares so given are to pass not in the course 
of legal succession, but perpetually in the male line, 
daughters and daughters’ sons being excluded and 
declared entitled to maintenance only. It seems to 
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be agreed that this disposition, if effectual in law, would 
by implication, though it does not so expressly, 
exclude the Plaintiff who claims as widow and heiress 
of a childless grandson. If the question were un- 
d ^ aiTtliont\ , we should be of opinion that 
the testamentary power, engrafted upon the general 
Hindoo law by the custom of Bengal, which has been 
recognised and established by repeated decisions, 
must be taken to exist, subject to those restraints 
which the general policy of the law imposes on the 
exercise of testamentary power in general ; and in 
particular that it cannot enable a Hindoo Testator to 
alter perpetually the legal course of succession to his 
property by making it pass for all time to those who, 
taking not as a legal but as substituted heirs, would, 
according to our phrase, take not by descent but by 
purchase. Ibit, in truth we are bound to hold this, 
unless we are prepared to overrule the decision of the 
Court when presided over by the late Chief Justice in 
Tjucl^uncliimder Seal v. Kooramoney Bossee (1 Boul- 
nois). In that case, the Court, in the first instance, 
dismissed the Bill of the Plaintiffs, who claimed by 
virtue of a disposition very similar in its terms to the 
present ; and ultimately and on a re-hearing, upheld 
the disposition only in respect of the property which 
was to be governed by the law of the Testator’s 
domicile ; it having been proved that he died domi- 
ciled at CMnsurah whilst Chinsitrah was still a Dutch 
Factory, and that the Roman-Dutch law which had 
been introduced into the settlement recognised the 
validity of such a disposition. It is, however, con- 
tended, that we can mould the clause so as to give 
effect to the Testator’s intentions within the limits in 
which, mthout trenching on the rule against per- 
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petuities, he might alter the course of succession ; . 

and that we ought to do so by construing the clause 
as one giving estates for life only +« son, iirWslino- 
miinaul, and after him to his three sons, of whom all, juggut - 
including' the Planititf’s husband, are admitted to uossee. 
have been born in the lifetime of the Testator. But 
this would be a very arbitrary proceeding, and tanta- 
mount to making a new Will for the Testator. Nor 
do we see how it could be done according to the doc- 
trine of Cjf-prefi, or any of the other English rules of 
construction which are so much discussed in ihe case 
of Monypem\)f v. Bering, supposing that authority to bo 
applicable to the construction of a Hindoo Will. There 
is nothing here which is terms cuts down the interest 
to be taken by the grandsons to a life-estate ; and 
the observations of Lord Si. heonarda in the report of 
Motiypenny v. Bering (2 DeG. Mae. & Gor. 176), upon 
the third point submitted to him are very applicable to 
the argument addressed to us. Again, it is to be ob- 
served, that the gift to grandsons is a gift not to the 
son’s, KrishyiomonguVs, nomination, but to a class of 
which many members might have been born after the 
Testator’s death ; and to 'such a gift, if we are to de- 
cide this case by English rules of construction, the 
principle established by Leake v. liolinson (2 Mer. 363), 
would apply. W^e could not split into portions the 
befjuest to the class, and say that those members of 
it who were born in the Testator’s lifetime should 
take for life only, and that other members of the 
same class should take a different estate. We are, 
however, always exceedingly unwilling to apply the 
technical rules of construction derived from the 
English law to a Hindoo Will. We would embarrass 
ourselves neither with those invoked for the De- 
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fendants and supposed to be supported by the case of 
Monypenmj v. Bering; nor with the rule in 8helley*s 
case which was called in aid by the learned Counsel 
for the Plaintiff. We would endeavour to collect the 
Testator’s intention from the terms used by him ; 
and then consider, whether it is wdthin the testa- 
mentary power, limited, as we think that must be by 
the general policy of the law. We cannot see that 
the Testator has made any distinction between his 
grandsons, his great-grandsons, or the remoter de- 

w 

scendants comprised in the terms, ‘ et cetera heirs.’ 
All are to inherit their ancestor’s share according to 
the ShasterSy or Hindoo law, modified only by the 
exclusion of the females or the descendants of fe- 
males. Therefore, the object which he has in view is 
to create for his own property as long as he has any 
descendants in the strict male line, a new course of 

descent. That object is, we think, beyond the scope 

« 

of the testamentary power recognized by law, and 
must, therefore, fail. The only other admissible con- 
struction would be one which would confine the 
operation of the provision in question to the demise 
of the sons (the first takers). But on that, as upon 
the former construction of the Will, HurrymoJiun 
would take an interest in his grandfather’s estate 
which is descendable to the Plaintiff as his mdow and 
heiress. The remaining question is, what is the 
amount of her share? On her part it is contended 
that she is entitled to one-third of six-tenths. On 
the other side it is contended that if the disposition 
contained in the fifth clause fails in part, it must fail 
altogether, and that she can claim only one-third of 
one-fourth. It appears to us that the disposition in 
favour of the two elder sons may well take effect. 
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although the attempt to make the shares descend 
otherwise than according to the course of legal 
descent has failed. The inequality of the shares is 
altogether independent of the manner in wliic.h they 
are limited to descend. The intention which dic- 
tated the one disposition is wholly distinct from the 
intention which dictated the other. We have had 
more doubt whether this division was to take effect, 
except in the case in which no agreement and unani- 
mity should exist among his heirs; and, therefore, 
whether, if it appeared that his sons and grandsons 
had continued in all respects a joint and undivided 
Hindoo family, the widow of a grandson could come 
in and insist, under this claii.se, upon having a larger 
share than that which the law would have given her 
had the Testator left his estate to descend to his sons 
in equal shares. It is, however, suggested in the 
answer, though not proved, that there has been a 
partial division of the accumulations, and that the 
staUis of the family is not exactly that of an un- 
divided Hindoo family. We think it desirable before 
we finally decide to what share the Plaintiff is entitled, 
to ascertain by the inquiries which we shall direct, 
what, if anything, has been done under the clause in 

question.” 

Some time after this decree, Manickchimd Bysack 

died intestate, and, by an Order of the Supreme Court, 

the suit was revived against Koonjoheharry Bysack, 

GoverdhonC] Bysack, Choytnndoss Bysack, Shadoochurn 

Bysack, and Gohind Doss Bysack, his sons and 
heirs. 

The present appeal was brought from the decretal 
Order of the Supreme Court of the 4th of August, 
1857. 

No appearance having been put in for the Re- 
spondent, the appeal was heard ex parte. 
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Mr. B. Pdlmer, Q.C'., and ]\Ir. Leithf for the 
Appellant. 

As the parties to the suit are Hindoos, the Coui't 
below was bound to decide the questions of law raised 
according? to the principles of Hindoo law and usage 
in force in BeuffoJ. By Statute, 21st Geo, HI., c. 70, 
the Hindoo law is made a part of the law of Bengal, 
'fliis proposition is admitted by the Court in their 
judgment in establishing the power of a Hindoo in 
Bengal to make a Testamentary disposition of real and 
personal estate, ancestral or self-acquired, a fact which 
cannot now, whatever doubt formerly existed, be ques 
tioned, as the Courts in India and this Tribunal have 
recognized such a power. F, Macnaghfeu^s ** Cons, on 
the Hindoo Law,” pp. 77, 316, 331 and 361. Strangers 
“Hindoo Law,” vol. i, p. 254, vol. ii, p. 438 (Edit. 
1830). W, H. Macnaghten^s “Princ. of Hindoo 
Law,” p. 34. Jnggomohan Rag v. Sreemnttg (a), 
Beivun Persad v. Mnssumat Badha Beehg (/>), Mulliclc 
v. Mullick (c), Baboo Janoleg Doss v. Binahmi Doss {d), 
Sreemnttg Soorjeemoneg Dossee v. Denohundoo Mul- 
lick (c). It is true this proposition was admitted by 
the Court in their judgment, yet the Court in estab- 
lishing the Will in fact, though perhaps inadvertently, 
indirectly applied to it the peculiar doctrines of the 
English law against perpetuities; doctrines of a tech- 
nical character, and not founded on any principle of 
general jurisprudence. But, we insist such a doctrine 
is unknown to the Hindoo law, as it is, reasoning by 
analogy to the Civil law prevailing in Holland or Scot- 
ia) Clarke’s Rules and Orders of Sup. Court of Calcutta, p. 105. 
(b) 4 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 137. 

(r) 1 Knapp’s P. C. Cases, 245. 

(d) 3 Moore^s Ind. App. Cases, 197. 

(e) 6 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 526, 
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land. No rule of English law, which is jns positivi, 
is to be applied for convenience’ sake, to resti’ict or 
restrain the operation of the Hindoo law. It cannot 
be urged that, because the English law in Bengal is 
administered to British-born subjects, there is any 
reason to apply its technical rules to Hindoos. As the 
Supreme Court was dealing with the Will of a Hindoo, 
the limitations contained in that instrument ought to 
have been considered by the Court without reference 
to the doctrine of the English law against perpetuities. 
But, assuming that the AVill is to be construed with 
reference to the particular doctrines of Englisli law 
regarding perpetuities in a limitation under a Will, 
the devise, we submit, is not too remote, and the 
Court ought to have construed the Will as giving 
estates for life to Krishnomnngle Bysacli, and after 
him to his other three sons, who were all, including 
the Respondent’s husband, born in the Testator’s 
lifetime. Now, if the sons took only a life estate, 
how could the Respondent’s husband take more than 
a life estate? The true question really is, whether 
it was a good bequest to the idol. The Testator’s 

$ 

moveable and immoveable estates are bv the Will 
settled on the family idol by way of religious trust. 
An endowment for religious objects is valid by the 
Hindoo law, and will be carried into effect by the 
Courts in India. Elder widow of Raja Chufter Sein 
y.The younger widow of Raja Chutter Sein (a)^ Radha 
Bnllubh Chund v. Juggut Chunder Chowdree (fo), Bho~ 
wanee Purshad Chowdree v. Ranee Jugudrnmhha (c), 
Ram Sunder Ray v. Heirs of Raja Udwant Singh {d), 

(o) 1 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep, 180, 

(b) 4 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 151, 

(c) 4 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 343. 

(d) 5 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 210. 

o 2 
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1859. 

SONATUN 

KVSACK 

V. 

SkEKMUlTY 

JUtiOUT- 

SOONDKEE 

DOSSEE. 


Mullich V. Mnllich (a), Sihcliimder Mullick v. Sreemutty 
Treepor(ili‘ Soo}idry Dossee (b), Mohtnit Gopol Dass v. 
Molmnt Kerssaram Dass (c). If tHe question is to 
ho cloouloci by English law, it would be hardly pos- 
sible, reading the fifth clause in connection with the 
other clauses in the Will, to doubt, that the Testator 
gave estates for life intCT se to his sons with cross 
remainders to the survivors, if any one died without 
male issue ; therefore, on the death of the Respon- 
dent’s husband his share would go to his surviving 
brothers to the exclusion of the Respondent as his 
heir. The Respondent, as widow of Hnrrymdhun, 
one of the Testator’s grandchildren, is not entitled 
under the Will to any share of the estate of the 
Testator, either in the corpus as it stood at the 
time of her husband’s decease, or to any part of the 
accumulations or surplus income thereof ; and the 
declaration of the Court to that effect was erroneous, 
as she was only entitled to maintenance, SreenniUy 
Sorjeemoney Dosse v. Denobundoo Mullich {d) is dis- 
tinguishable from the present case. There the widow- 
was held entitled to the profits of an estate which 
had accumulated during the life of her husband; but 
in that case there was no direction in the Will that the 
family was to remain joint in estate, and, therefore, 
nothing to imply that the accumulations should 
become increment to the corpus. Here, on the 
contrary, the surplus profits are to be added to the 
corpus, and the Testator provides that in case of 
disagreement the surplus profits should be divided, 

(fl) 1 Knapp’s P. C. Coses, 245. 

(6) 1 Fulton, 98. 

(e) 10 Ben. Snd. Dew. Rep. 250. 

{d) 6 Moore’s Ind. App. Coses, 526, 



ON APPEAL PROM TiiE EAST INDIES. 


85 


which state of things did not exist in that case. 
Lastly, we contend that directions as to taking tlio 
accounts were improper. 


Their Lordships' judgment was delivered, as follows, 


by 


1859. 


SONAIUN 

bysack 


Sreemuttv 

JUGGUT- 

SOONDREE 

DOSSFE. 


The Lord Justice Turnku. 

The question in this case ultimately resolves itself, 
as their Lordships think, into a question of the con- 
struction to be put upon a Hindoo Will; and it may 
not be improper to observe that, with reference to 
the testamentary power of disposition by Hindoos, 
that the extent of this power must be regulated by 
the Hindoo law. 

The first point which arises on the construction of 
Ihis AVill, is, whether, according to the true intent of 
the Will, the idol for whom the property is granted 
was intended to take absolutely. 

4 

Now, a reference to the second, third, and fifth 
clauses of the Will lead us to the conclusion, tliat al- 
though the AVill purports to begin with an absolute 
gift ill favour of the idol, it is plain that the Testator 
contemplated that there was to be some distribution 
of the property according as events might turn out; 
and that he did not intend to give this property ab- 
solutely to the idol seems to their Lordships to be 
clear from the directions which are contained in the 
third clause, that after the expenses of the idol are 
paid, the surplus shall be accumulated ; and still more 
so from the fifth clause, by which the Testator lias 
provided for whatever surplus should remain out of 
the interest of the property, tlie expenses of the idol 
being first deducted. It is plain, that the Testator, 
looking at the expenses of the idol, was not con- 
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templaliiig an absolute and entire gift in favour of 
the idol. 

The rights, therefore, of the idol being thus dis- 
posed of, the question then arises, what was to be- 
come of the property, subject to the payments which 
were to be made for the expenses of the idol. -And 
here we have two divisions of the AVill. The Testator 
evidently contemplated two events; one, in which the 
family was to continue joint and undivided, and the 
other, i»i the event of the family becoming divided. Now, 
with reference to the second branch of this Will, the 
event of the family becoming divided, that state of 
circumstances does not appear to have arisen. There 
has been no division at all of this family, unless the 
division of the income during the few years which 

4 

followed upon the death of the Testator up to a short 
period after the death of Hun ymohiin Bysack consti- 
tuted a division of the family, and their Lordships are 
very clearly of opinion, that the mere division of in- 
come, for the convenience probably of the different 
members of the family, did not amount to the division 
of the family. 

In considering the case, therefore, we may for the 
present (whatever cpiestions may hereafter arise upon 
il) consider this family as an undivided family; and 
the point for determination is, what are the rights of 
these parties in the property? Considering the family 
as a joint and undivided family. Now, in that case, it 
is plain, that the Testator contemplated that the pro- 
perty was to go in the male line. He says, that he has 
four sons, that his property shall never be divided and 
partitioned amongst them, and that the sons and their 
offspring, that is to say, their “sons and grandsons, 
heirs in succession,'* shall not have the power of 
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nlieiuitiiig any of the property by deed or gift, nor 
shall the property be liable to sequestration foi’ their 
debts. The Testator, then, having intended that the 
property should pass from the four sons to their sons 
and to their grandsons, the event which has happened 
is this, one of the sons died leaving three sons, who 
accordingly came into his share, and one of those 
three sons afterwards died leaving no male issue. 

Now, what is the consequence of that i* Tliere 
are directions in the Will that, the property is to go 
in the male line to the sons and their descendants, 
but one of them dies leaving no issue in tlie male 
line, and the Will is silent as to what the disposition 
of the property is to be in that event. It is a share 
of the property of the joint family, descendable, 
therefore, to the heir to whom that proi)erty would 
go in the absence of any provision jnade by the Will. 
The consequence, therefore, as it ai)pears to tlieir 
Lordshij>s, must be, that uijoii the deatli of Hunt/- 
mohuu, this property must have descended, and that 
the one-third of one-fourth passed to Hurrymohun’s 
heir, his widow, so far as she is entitled to her widow’s 
estate. 


What their Lordships propose to do is, to declare 
that, according to Ihe true construction of the Will, 
the property grunted to the idol is effectually granted 
for the benefit of the '^I'estator’s four sons and their 
offspring in the male line as a joint family, subject 
to the performance of acts, business, ceremonies, 
and festivals, and to tlie provisions for muiutenance 
in the Will contained, and that the surplus income, 
after answering the performance of such provisions, 
is in like manner well and effectually given for the 
benefit of the four sons and their offspring in the 
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male line, as a joint laiuily. it appealing that 
KrL'hnomungl€f one of the sons, died, leaving three 
sons, and that Hurrymohun died leaving no male ofE- 
spring, the family continuing joint up to the death 
of Hunymohuu; their Lordships also propose to de- 
clare, that upon the death of Hurrymohun, his share 
of the joint estate, subject as aforesaid, passed to 
the liespondent, his widow and heir, and she is 
entitled to one-third of one-fourth as widow and heir. 
Their Lordships think, that, under the circumstances 
of this case, it would be better not to direct the 
accounts to be taken in the mode in which the Court 
has done, but simply to give liberty to apply, in order 
that the parties may, as they probably will do if they 
are well advised, come to some arrangement upon 
the subject of the amount. There will be liberty to- 
apply as to the amount, or otherwise as the parties 
may be advised. And, it appearing, that there has 
already been an Order made for the maintenance of 
this lady of Rs. 100, a month, that Order must be 
continued, and she ^\'ill account for what she has re- 
ceived under that Order as against what may be com- 
ing to her upon the account to be taken. The better 
course would be, to discharge the Order which has 
been made by the Court below, and simply to make 
the declarations which I have suggested with a limit 
and a direction to continue the maintenance, and that 
she shall account for what she may have received 
under it. 

* 

Their Lordships think that the costs of the appeal 
may very properly be given out of the estate. 

The following report was made by the Judicial 
Committee, and confirmed by Her i\[ajesty*s Order 
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in Council. “Their Lordships are of opinion that it 
ought to be declared that, according to the true con- 
struction of the Will of the Testator, the whole of 
the Testator’s moveable and immoveable property was, 
and is, well and effectually given for the benelit of the 
Testator’s four sons in his Will named, and their otf- 
spring in the male line, as a joint family, so long as 
the family continues joint, subject, however, to the 
performance of the acts, business, ceremonies and 
festivals, and to the provisions for maintenance in the 
Will contained, and that the suri)lus income of the 
property after answering such performance and pro- 
\dsion was and is, in like manner, well and elfectually 
given for the benefit of the four sons and their off- 
spring in the male line, as a Joint family, so long as 
the family continues joint. And, it appearing, that 
Krishnomungle Bysack, one of the four sons, died 
leaving three sons, their Lordships report as their 
opinion, that it ought to be declared by Your Ma- 
jesty, that each of the three sons })ecame entitled 
to a third part of oiie-fourtii pai t of the pi'operty, 
and of the accumulation thereof. And, it appearing, 
that Uurrymohun Bysack, one of the three sons of 
Krishnomungle Bysack, died leaving no male offspring, 
and that the family continued joint up to the time 
of his death and still continues joint; their Lord- 
ships do further report as their opinion, that it ought 
to be declared by Your Majesty, that upon the death 
of Hurrymohun Bysack, the third part of the fourth 
part of the property and accumulations to which he 
became entitled as aforesaid passed to the Respon- 
dent, Sreemutty Juggutsoondree Dossee, as his widow 
and heir, and Sreemutty Juggutsoondree Dossee ac- 
cordingly became and is entitled as such widow and 
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heir, to the third part of the fourth part of the pro- 
perty and accumulations. And their Lordships are 
further of opinion, that Sreemutty Jiiggutsoondree 
Dossee ought to be at liberty to apply to the Supreme 
Court at Calcutta as to the accounts and otherwise 
as she may be advised; and their Lordships are of 
opinion, that the Order made in this cause by the 
Supreme Court of Calcutta, bearing date the 28tli 
of July, 1857, ought to be continued until further 
order. And their Lordships do further report, that 
in case Your Majesty should be pleased to approve 
of this report and to Order accordingly, such Order 
ought to be without prejudice to any question as to 
the rights of Sreemutty Juggutsoondree Dossee of and 
when the joint family shall be separated.” 



ON APPEAL PROM THE EAST INDIES. 


91 


Rajmohun Gossain and Jugmohun 
Gossain - . > - 




App(dlants, 


Gourmohun Gossain 


AND 


Respondent * 


On appeal from the Sudder Dewaany Adan'hd, 

Calcutta. 


Compromiitr — Coyi.ttiuction — Comproinise beltvefu BinOv brothers — 
** Ancestral propei-ty** — ^^ean^ng — Compromise decree — Appeal against — 
Prosecution of, if fraudulent. 

In a Puffanamah, or deed of compromise, of a suit between three sons, 
members of a Hindoo family, respecting tlie <listribation of their father's 
estate, it was stipulated, that all ‘ ‘ ancestral ’ ' property should be equally 
divided into four shares. Held, that the sense in which the word “ ances- 
tral" was employed w'as not confined to such pro])erty as the father had 
derived from his ancestors, but included "paternal" property, or such as 
had been acquired by the father by whatever title, and was possessed by 
him at the time of his decease. 

A decree of an appellate Court in India, obtained after a compromise, 
held, in the circumstances, fraudulent, and set aside with costs. 

The facts of this case, and the arguments, sufficiently 
appear in the judgment. 

Tffe appeal was argued by 

Sir Hugh Cairns, Q.C., and Mr. Maude, for the 
Appellants; and 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. Leith, for the 
Respondent. 

Their Lord.ships’ judgment was delivered by 

The Lord Justice Knight Bruce. 

The parties to this litigation are three brothers, 

•present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon. Lord Chelmsford, the Right TIon. The Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. The 
Lord Justice Turner. 

Assessor , — The Right Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 


?nd & 3rd 
Dec. 1859. 
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'859. the surviving sons of a Hindoo named Raghuh Ram 
kajmohun Gossain, of SeramporCf who appears to have been a 
j, person of considerable wealth. The Appellants here 
^ H^u^N younger of those three sons, the Respon- 

oossAiN. dent being the eldest. The object of the suit in 

which the appeal arises was to obtain possession of 
two-fourths of a landed property, called Lot Harit, 
which, at the time when Serampore was a Danish 
settlement, was out of that jurisdiction, and was, as 
it still is, within the jurisdiction of the Calcutta Courts, 
the deceased having had considerable property, and 
probably the bulk of his property, within the jurisdic- 
tion of the then Danish Court of Seranipore. 


The Respondent, the eldest son, admits the title of 
the Appellants to two-fourths of this estate which they 
claim, subject only to the important qualification that 
he claims to have a pecuniary charge on the property 
to a considerable amount, in respect of having, as he 
says, paid the price of it, the fact being that the estate 
was purchased by the father in the name of the eldest 
son ; and the question raised is, whether the money, 
which was in fact paid to the seller, was or was not 
advanced by the eldest son (in whose name the pur- 
chase was made) for the father. 


He alleges that the money was paid by him, and 
that he is still a creditor of the father for it; and the 
alleged charge in respect of it, is, as has been said, the 
only objection which he makes to the claim of the 
Appellants. The Appellants deny that the money 
was paid by the Respondent, and further insist that, 
whether it was or was not paid by him, all questions 
relating to that alleged payment were formerly the 
subject of dispute, and settled by adjudication; and. 
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therefore, that if anything was ever dne to him on the 
security of that property, nothing has remained due. 

This, the only substantial point in dispute, was 
decided, in the first instance, in favour of the Appel- 
lants, by the proper Court of original jurisdiction, the 
Zillah Court of Hooghly\ but on appeal to the Sudder 
Dewanny Adaivlnt, that decision was reversed, and 
judgment given in favour of the Respondent, which 
has brought the Appellants here. 

The circumstances in which the claim arose were 
these. The eldest son, the Respondent here, appears 
on the death of his father, which took place some 
time before the year 1840, to have taken posses- 
sion of all his property; at least, he was believed to 
have done so, and treated as having done so. In con- 
sequence, litigation of various kinds arose in the 
family, on the part of the present Appellants, on their 
own behalf, and also on behalf of the widow of a 
brother, and probably of their sisters also, on one 
side, and the present Respondent, the eldest son, on 
the other. Two of these suits were brought in the 
Danish jurisdiction at Serampore ; the third, relating 
to the immoveable property out of that jurisdiction, 
namely, the property now in dispute, Lot Harit, was 
within the Calcutta jurisdiction. The result of these 
three litigations were three decrees, one in the Danish 
Court at Serampore, of the 6th of November, 1840, 
another in the same jurisdiction of the 14th of May, 
1841, and the other in the Zillah Court of Calcutta, 
of the 31st of August, 1841. They were all in favour 
of the present Appellants, including not only the ad- 
judication that a large sum of money was due from 
the eldest son, but also deciding for their title to 
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>^50. shares of Lot Harit, the estate within the Calcutta 
kajmoiiun jurisdiction. 

<iOSSAlN 
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One of these decrees, that of the 14th of May, 
1841, relating, it seems, to family jewels and other 
such specific goods, was not capable of appeal, or was 
not appealed from, and is out of the question ; but 
the eldest son, the Respondent here, did appeal from 
the decree of the 6th of Novemher, 1840, to the 
proper Court in Dentnark, and did appeal from the 
decree of the Zillah Court of the 31st of Anyust, 
1841, to the proper Sndder Court at Calcutta. 


A family quarrel on so extensive a scale excited 
general attention, and an endeavour was made in a 
friendly and kind manner *by the Governor of Seram- 
pore then under the Danish rule, or a gentleman of 
considerable station there, to effect a settlement of 
the disputes, and at last it was done. The settlement 
was effected by an agreement, or Ruffanawah, made on 
the 4th of August, 1842, in these words: — Seram- 
pore, Aug\tst 4th, 1842. — The long-pending dispute 
between Bahoo GoimnoJiun Gossain and his brothers 
having occasioned great scandal and inconvenience, 
the Honourable Mr. Hansen, the Governor of Seram- 
pore, being exceedingly anxious to terminate these dif- 
ferences, called both parties before him on the above- 
mentioned date, and having required them mutually 
to explain their wishes, prevailed upon them to agree 
to a settlement in the following terms : 

1. That all ancestral property should be equally 
divided into four shares. 

“ 2. That the sum of Rs. 15,000, be paid to the 
elder brother, Rajmohun. 

“3, That the sum of Es. 15,000, be paid to the 
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third brother, Jxujmohmij from which is to bo deducted 
the sum of Rs. 5,640, already paid him for the pur- 
chase of a house. 

‘*4. That in reference to the share of the fourth 
brother, deceased, which amounts to Rs. 15,000, 
Goxtrmohmi agrees to pay his widow monthly interest 
at the rate of five per cent, per annum, and also to 
give a bond in the Serampore Court for the payment 
of the principal of Rs. 15,000, if she should adopt 
a son, when that son comes of age. Should she die 
without adopting a son, the sum of Rs. li),000, will 
be divided according to law into three parts among 
the three brothers, or their surviving families; and as 
security for this bond, will pledgr; property in Seram- 
pore to the satisfaction of the Court. 


kajmohun 

(iOSSAIN 

V. 

GOURMO 

HUN 

GOSSAIN. 


“5. That the sum of C. Rs. 10,000, be paid to 
the widow of the late Raghoh Ram Gossain, to be dis- 
posed of according to her own '»\dshes, in full of all 
claim ; and in case of her dying without making any 
disposition of it, Gourmohun relinquishes all claim to 

it. 


“6. That the sum of C. Rs. 12,500, be paid by 
Gourmohun Gossain^ on account of the house built by 
him after the death of his father; and that the house, 
together with the piece of ground in front of the 
house, do, after the payment of this sum, remain his 
sole and entire property; his brothers and their 
family agreeing to quit it, including Hurra Chootar s 
ground, consisting of fourteen cottahs. 

“The sum which Gourmohun Gossain thus engages 
to pay, to settle all differences with his family, stands 

thus;— 
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Rs. i,n 

“To Rajniohun Goss-ain .... 15,000 J: 
“ To Juffmohun Gossain. . 15,000 

“Less for the house ac- 
cording to the deed of 

sale 5,640 

9,360 

“To the widow of the late Raghoh ’ 

Ram Gossain 10,000 

“To the sisters 10,000 

“For the house in full .... 12,500 . 

I ■' 

I I I 

Rs. 56,860 


“Of tills sum Goiirmohtin Gossain engages to pay 
in cash the sum of Rs. 35, 000, within thirty days from 
the signing of this document, and the remainder of 
this sum, namely, Rs. 21,860, at the end of eighteen 
months from this date, with interest at the rate of 5 
per cent, per annum, giving security for the same. 

“In witness thereof the parties have hereunto 
set their hands this 4th of Axigtisi, 1842, GoxirmoJiun 
Gossain, Rajmohun Gossain, JngmoJiun Gossain, 
Signed in our presence, P. Hansen, John Marshman, 
Hurchunder Laheree, Krishna Comar LahereeJ^ 

t 

Before proceeding to mention the next document, 
it should be observed as to the remarks which have 
been made upon the word “ancestral,” contained in 
thd ' first clause after the introductory part of the 
Ruffanamah, that their Lordships are of opinion that 
“ancestral,” as here used, is not confined to 'such 
property, if any, as the father had derived from his 
father, or from any ancestor; but that “ancestral” 
IS here employed (and so the Eespondent himself, 
upon more than one occasion, has shown that he 
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understood it), in the sense of “paternal,*’ that is, 
as meaning property of the father, in whatsoever 
manner, or by whatsoever title, tlie father had ac- 
quired it; and, therefore, that “ancestral property” 
means property derived from the father; at least, im- 
moveable property. 

Some months after this agreement, namely, in Feb- 
ruary of the year 1843, mortgage bonds, as we may 
call them, were executed by the Respondent, to his 
brothers respectively: one (in the same form, mufatis 
nintandis, as the other) was thus; — “Know all men 
by these presents, that according to agreement con- 
cluded on the 4th Auyast, 1842, between me and my 
hrother^ Jugmokwt Gossain and others, I have been 
bound to pay to Jngmohnn Gossain^ as his share of 
ready money belonging to our late father’s estate, 
the sum of Rs. 15,000, besides one-third of a sum 
of Rs. 12,500, that according to the agreement was 
to be paid by me on account of the dwelling-house 
in this town; and Juymohun Gossain having on the 
I5th Jamiary, this year, from the Court of Seram- 
pore, received this one-third of the above sum of Rs. 
12,500 on account of the dwelling-house, and in part 
of the above Rs, 15,000, the sum of Rs. 8,442, 
partly by value of a house, and partly out of the 
sum of Rs. 35,000, deposited by me in Court on the 
2nd of September, 1842. T herewith, in conformity 
with the agreement, execute to him the present deed 
of mortgage, whereby I promise to pay to him the 
remaining part of the last-mentioned sum, being 
Rs. 6,558, on or before the 4th of February, 1844, 
together with interest at five per cent, from the date 
of the agreement, 4th August, 1842, and until the 
day of payment ; and to secure him the payment 
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thureot*, I pledge and mortgage to him, as second 
mortgage, the whole of my landed property, with 
building and appurtenances, situated \vithin this set- 
tlement, next after the sum of Rs. 6,558, for which I 
have this day executed a deed, a mortgage to Ra'}- 
mohuM Gossain. Further, 1 do herewith, in con- 
formity with the agreement, bind myself to allot to 
Iiiin, Jugmolixiu Gossain, before the 4th of Angxist, 
1843, his one-fourth share of our ancestral landed 
property, with appurtenances and buildings, that is 
to say: — 

“1st. All property situated within the settlement 
of Seramporey which at present stands registered in 
the joint name of mine and either of my brothers, 
Rajniohnn Gossain and Jxigmohun Gossain, or the late 
Nimdomolmn Gossain, including the services of the 
family deity, Sree Sree Radhamadhuhjee Thakoor, 
Avith the exception of the dwelling-house mentioned 
in the agreement, together with the ground belonging 
thereto, as per pottah No. 1,379, and also the ground 
formerly belonging to Hurry Chootar, obtained by 
the decree of the Serampore Court of the 28th 
August, 1841. 

“2nd. The anecstral Talook, called Hooda Go- 
patdsingpore, in Umursee, in the Zillak of Midnapore, 

“3rd. The patrimonial Talook, called Lot Harit, 
in the Zillali of Rooghly, together with the profits 
from the 4th of August, 1842. 

“4th. Our patrimonial share of the house called 
Bassabautee, in Burahazar, Calcutta. (Signed) Gawr- 
mohiin Gossain. Serampore, February 6, 1843.” 

It need not be said that the property named in 
clause 3, Lot Harit, is that of which two-fourths are 
now in dispute ; and by the effect of the agreement, 
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atid these two mortgage bonds, two-fourtlis ol that 
property, among others, were allotted to the two 
younger sons. 

It seems that some time after this, the Respondent 
w’as desirous of obtaining, and, almost of course, 
perhaps, for that reason, the Appellants were desirous 
of not giving, a release, and accordingly, the Re- 
spondent instituted a suit for the purpose of com- 
pelling them to give it; and he obtained a decree 
against them in the Court of First instance. The 
adjudicating part of the decree being in these 
words: — “It is, therefore, directed, that when the 
Plaintiff, Goitrmohnn Gossaiv, complies with the 
conditions of the Ruffananiah, of the 4th of Aufjn.st, 
of the year 1842, filed in the present suit, and besides 
pays to Piiddonionee DaheCj Rs. 438. 14a., the costs 
oT suit. No. 109, of the year 1838, and pays to 
Oornopoorno Dabee, Rajniohun Gosmin, Juffnioh)(}i 
Gossain, Rnddumhcnec Dahev, Dimla Dabee, Mad- 
hohee Dabee, Proshnnno Dahee, C. Rs. 2,003. 2a., the 
costs of civil suit, No. 969, of the year 1838, then 
he will be exonerated from the claims of the said 
individuals on account of the paternal property which 
they have inherited as the heirs of their father, Rap- 
hub Ram Gossain, deceased. Both the parties will 
pay their respective costs of the present suit.” 

The present Appellants appealed from that de- 

cision, and the decision was affirmed in the rear 1849. 
The judgment of the Court is in these words: — 

“No attempt has been made to show that the 

settlement was partial or unfair. The mere fact of 
compromise for a less amount than was legally due, 
cannot of itself impugn the settlement; for it is in 
evidence that great difficulty was experienced in 
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executing the decree, and an appeal from it to 
Denmark, attended with ruinous expense, had been 
preferred; and it was ordered, that the decision of 
the Court of Serampore should be affirmed, and the 
appeal dismissed ; and in consideration of the special 
circumstances of this case, each party pays his own 
costs of the suit.^’ 

Now, it is with documents such as these, altogether 
unimpeaehed, before us, that the Respondent con- 
tends that the true meaning of what took place in 
the years 1842 and 1843 "was this: that though he 
was to divide Lot Harit, vet he was to divide it with- 
out prejudice to his claim as an alleged mortgagee, or 
holder of a lien, as we should call it, and that all 
that he was to give up was what we should call the 
equity of redemption, subject to that. Their Lord- 
ships, however, are of opinion, that the documents 
themselves, whether the rest of the evidence be or 
be not considered, afford a plain and complete con- 
tradiction to that allegation. 

Their Lordships are of opinion, that such a con- 
struction of the documents as would leave the 
Respondent in possessioix of a pecuniary charge upon 
Lot Harit is unreasonable and inadmissible. 

If, therefore, there were no other difficulty in the 
case, the title of the Appellants w^ould be plain and 
clear, viz., to have two fourths of Lot Harit, and an 
account of the ivassilat in consequence, as originally 
decreed. But this difficulty has arisen. Notwithstand- 
ing the arrangements of August, 1842, and February, 
1843, the Respondent thought fit, but as their Lord- 
ships think against all propriety, to prosecute an 
appeal against the Zillah decree of the 31st of August, 
1841, which had given to the Appellant’s shares of 
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Lot Harit. Accordingly, that appeal having been 
brought up, and substantially unopposed, the Re- 
spondent obtained Iroin the Sndder C!ourt, on the 
30th of March, 1843, a decree, the ordering part of 
which is these words : — 

“Therefore it is finally ordered, that the Appel- 
lant’s appeal be decreed, and the decision of the 
Judge amended; and the Plaintiffs, Respondents, on 
the condition that if they deposit in the treasury of 
the Court from this date, within the period of six 
months, the purchase-money of a 12 annas share of 
Talooh Harit, then they are to be put in possession 
of a 12 annas share, without wassilat, and the whole 
of the costs of this Court, according to the account of 
Khurcha Nnvees (Accountant of costs), with interest 
thereon, from this date up to the date of realization, 
be entered against Respondents. And if the Appel- 
lant has deposited the costs of the Zillah Court, then 
he is to present a petition for its return, and the order 
for its payment, with interest, up to the date of real 
ization, according to the general Order of this C’onrl 
dated the 3rd of June, 1837, will he passed.” 

Of course the money was not paid, and the con- 
tention of the present Respondent is, that the decree 
of 1843, established the title which he alleges, and 
that as the money was not paid within the period 
prescribed by the decree, he is entitled to claim the 
property as his own in a manner analogous to a title 
by foreclosure ; but, he says, that he is willing to sub- 
mit to what we should call redemption. 

Their Lordships, however, are of opinion, that the 
claim is entirely untenable. 

Assuming (though their Lordships do not decide) 
that the decree of 1843, amounted to an adjudication 
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185 ^ against the present Appellant’s title, we think, that it 
rajmohvn was an adjudication obtained not only with great 
Gos^sAiN iiiipi-opriety, but, in effect, by fraud; for it was 

plainly the duty, in every sense the duty of the 
gossain. present Respondent after the compromise (a com- 
promise insisted upon by him) not to prosecute 
that appeal. Doing so, he did it at his own peril, for 
success could by no possibility benefit him, if his 
title, by reason of that success, should be properly 
impeached. 

It is said that, on the assumption that the decree 
of 1843, is an adjudication against the present Appel- 
lant’s title, the fraudulent nature of the decree has 
not been put in issue, and it has not been in a 
proper manner sought to be set aside. 

Their Lordships are not of that opinion. They 
are of opinion, that the fraudulent nature of the 
Respondent’s conduct in obtaining the adjudication is 
sufficiently put in issue by the original plaint in the 
case, and by the replication, in both of which it is im- 
peaclied, and, as their Lordsliips view the matter, in 
a proper manner impeached, for fraud ; and the 
decree of the Zillah Court treating it as a nullity 
against the title of the present Appellants was, as 
their Lordships consider, properly made, with costs, 
and ought to be restored. 

If the Appellants have paid any costs under the 
decision of the Siidder Court, those costs should be 
repaid; and the present Appellants should have their 
costs of the proceedings in the Sudder Court, and of 
the appeal here, from the Respondent. 

The humble recommendation of their Lordships to 
Flor Majesty will be made accordingly. , 
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Thomas Eales Rogers Appellant, 

AND 

Rajendro Dutt, and others _ - . - Respondents.* 

On appeal from the Supreme Court at Calcutta. 


Tort — Action for damages — Essentials of — Malice, if to be proved. 

In the ease of damage oeeasioned by a wrongful act, though such as the 
law esteems an injury, malice is not a necessary ingredient to the mainte- 
nance of an action. 

It is essential to an action in tort that the act complained of should 
be leeally wiougful as regards the party complaining, i.e. it must pre- 
iudicially affect him in some legal right. The fact that it will, however 
directly, do him harm in his interests is not enough. 

An order issued bv the Superintendent of marine, in his official capa- 
city to the Bengal Pilot service, employed by the East India Company 
on the Hooghly river, prohibiting them from allowing a particular steam 
tug to take any ship in tow of which such pilots should have pilotage 
charge, made in consequence of what the Superintendent deemed an ex- 
orbitant demand on the part of the owner of tlie steam tug, whereby such 
owner was deprived for a time of the profits of being employed by the 
idiots in charge of ships going up or down the river Hooghly ; in the 
absence of malice, alleged or to be inferred, is not such a wrong as would 
sustain an action by the owner of the tug against the Supermteudent 
of marine, the officer of the Government, issuing such order. 

Upon appeal the judgment of the Supreme Court at Calcutta maintain- 
ing the action, reversed, on the ground that the Government had the 
same rights as a private individual in declining to employ the tug if 
the charges were too high. 

In the action, the Court at Calcutta gave damages, the amount of which 
was under the appealable value prescribed by the Calcutta charter. As an 
important point of law was involved, special leave to appeal was upon 

petition, granted. 

This was an action brought in the Supreme Court 
at Calcutta, by the Respondents against the Appellant, 
under the following circumstances: — 

The Appellant was the Superintendent of marine 
at Calcutta, an official Government situation under 


•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon. Dr. Lushington, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the 
Right Hon. Sir John Taylor Coleridge. 

Asaessof.— The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel. 
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the East India Company, and in that capacity had 
the control of the whole of the Marine department 
under Government, including the superintendence 
and control of the Bengal pilots employed by the Go- 
vernment, who were the only pilots who are engaged 
in piloting vessels on the river Hooghly. There was 
no legal obligation to employ a pilot, but from the 
dangerous nature of the river no ship could be safely 
navigated up or down unless in charge of a pilot. 
Tugs were required for bringing vessels up the river. 
The Respondents were the owners, or part owners, of 
a steam tug called The ** TJnderivriterj^^ which was 
employed in towing vessels on that river. It ap- 
peared that there were two rates of payment for the 
steam-tugs employed, the first called the Govern- 
ment certificate, according to a tariff, for the time 
employed, and the second by special contract. 

On the 20th of September, 1857, whilst the Indian 
mutiny was raging in full force, and every exertion of 
the Indian Government and its officers was being made 
to face the difficulties in which they were placed, Her 
Majesty’s ship Belleisle/^ with troops on board, 
destined for Calcutta, arrived at the mouth of the 
river Hooghly ; and on the 19th of that month, the 
Captain of the “ Underwriter,*' having understood 
that she wanted steam, went on board The “ Belle- 
isle," and entered into a negotiation with the Cap- 
tain of that ship as to the terms upon which she 
should be taken in tow. The Captain of The “ Unr 
derwriter ” required at first Rs. 3,000, and then 
Rs. 2,500, and produced a contract ready prepared,, 
for the Captain of The Belleisle " to sign. This, 
however, he refused to agree to ; when The “ Under- 
ivriter" left The " Belleisle," and carried on shore a 
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telegram from the Captain of The “ Belleisle to Mr. j86o, 
Beadon, the Secretary to the Government of India, Rogers 
asking to be allowed to employ The “ Underwriter/^ kajrndro 
but without stating* the terms demanded by her 
Captain. Beadon replied to this communication, au- 
thorising Captain Rodd of The '‘'’Belleisle/^ to employ 
The “ Underivriter under Government certificate, 
which would have entitled her to a certain fixed 
rate per diem, according to the work done ; and, on 
the morning of the 20th, the Captain of The “ Under- 
writer having proceeded on board The Belleisle,” 
was informed of this by Captain Rodd. He, however, 
refused to tow upon certificate, and still required a 
contract for Rs. 2,500: and thereupon Captain Rodd 
again telegraphed to Beadon, and requested instruc- 
tions. This message Beadon sent at once to the 
Appellant, vnih a note, telling him shortly what had 
happened, and asking what, in the circumstances, had 
better be done, when the Appellant, considering the 
charge exorbitant, and that it was an attempt to 
make a market of the necessities of the Goveriunent, 
at so critical a period, and that it was of great im- 
portance that some step should be taken to prevent 
the recurrence of similar attempts, went to Beadon 
and expressed this to him, as his opinion, and that he 
thought the better course was to inform the agents of 
The “ Underwriter,” that if they declined to take The 
“ Belleisle ” in tow, an order would be issued, pro- 
hibiting the pilots of the port, who should be in 
charge of any vessel, from taking steam of The “ Un- 
derwriter.” Beadon, having approved of this course, 

Hill, the officiating first assistant, made a communi- 
cation to that effect to the agent of The “ Under- 
writer*^ at Calcutta, and the Captain of The “ Belleisle/* 
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in the circumstances, refused to take steam of The 

Underwriter,^^ except under Government certificate. 

On the 22nd of September, 1857, the Appellant, in 
his official capacity, directed an order to be issued in 
the terms stated by him to Beadon. This order was 
as follows: — “Steamer ^Underwriter/ No. 2,629. 
— For general information. Memo. — Officers of the 
Pilot service are, under orders of the Superintendent 
of marine, prohibited from allowing the steamer ‘ Un- 
derwriter * to take- any ship in tow of which they 
have pilotage charge. (Signed) J. S/* 

Upon the issuing of the order, the Respondents 
applied to the Government upon the subject, com- 
plaining of the order, and after some correspondence, 
the Government, on the 19th of October, 1857, di- 
rected the order to be withdrawn. On the 13th of 
November, 1857, an action was brought by the Re- 
spondents in the Supreme Court at Calcutta against 
the Appellant. 

The plaint was in form, an action on the case, and 
pleaded, in substance, the facts above stated, charging 
the Appellant with wrongfully and injuriously issuing 
the order in question. It did not contain any aver- 
ment of malice ; but damages were claimed for the 
alleged non-employment of The Underwriter dur- 
ing the period the order was in force. The Appellant 
pleaded not guilty, and other pleas not material to 
mention. The cause came on for trial in the Supreme 
Court at Calcutta on the 3rd of March, 1858, before 
Sir James W. Colvile, Chief J ustice, and Sir Charles 
M. Jackson, Puisne Judge ; when the above facts were 
in substance proved, all malice on the part of the 
AppeUant being negatived. Evidence was given that, 
during the period the order was in force, The “ Un- 
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derwriter” had not been engaged in towing vessels in 
• the course of her ordinary business, but on the occa- 
sion of the refusal to tow The “ BelLeisle/' she after- 
wards took in tow a private ship drawing nine inches 
less water than that ship for Rs. 1,600. At the close 
of the Respondents’ case, the Appellant’s Counsel 
applied for a nonsuit on the ground that no cause of 
action was disclosed ; the Court found a verdict for 
the Respondents on all the issues, with Rs. 6,621 
damages, leave being reserved to the Appellant to 
move to enter a nonsuit, on the ground that no action 
was maintainable, or to reduce the damages to a 
nominal sum. A rule nisi was afterwards granted, 
when the questions reserved came on for argument, 
and the rule was discharged on the 19th of March, 
1858, with costs ; the Court holding that the plaint 
was established by the evidence, and that it disclosed 
a good cause of action. 

The judgment of the Court was delivered by the 
Chief Justice, Sir James W, Culvile, as follows: — “ In 
this action on the case, the Plaintiffs have recovered 
a verdict for Rs. 6,624, subject to the questions raised 
by the rule of which we have now to dispose. These 
questions are, first, whether judgment ought not to be 
arrested, on the ground that the plaint does not dis- 
close a legal cause of action? Secondly, whether the 
verdict entered for the Plaintiffs ought not to be set 
aside, and a nonsuit entered, on the ground that the 
Plaintiffs have not proved any legal cause of action? 
Thirdly, whether, assuming a legal cause of action to 
be alleged and proved, the Court was justified in 
giving more than nominal damages? The first ques- 
tion, of course, arises on the record ; the others, on 
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the evidence given to meet the plea of not guilty. 
Besides that plea, there are only two traverses on the * 
record raising issues on Avhich the finding for the 
Plaintiffs is not impeached by the rule ; if, therefore, 
a legal cause of action has been alleged and proved, 
the Plaintiffs are necessai’ily entitled to recover some- 
thing, since nothing is pleaded by way of confession 
and avoidance. I have somewhat changed the order 
of the questions raised by the rule, because it is more 
convenient to consider, first, that which arises on the 
record, since, if that is determined in the Defendant’s 
favour, it will be unnecessary to consider the effect of 
the evidence. The plaint is in case. It states, by way 
of inducement, first, that, at the time of committing 
the grievance, the Plaintiffs were the owners of the 
steam- vessel The ‘ Underwriter,^ which had thereto- 
fore been, and then was, profitably employed by them 
as a steam-tug between the mouth of the river 
Hooghly and the port of Calcutta. Secondly, that 
the Defendant, as Superintendent of marine, was 
invested with and possessed of the chief authority 
and control over all the officers of the Bengal pilot 
service employed by the East India Company on the 
said river, for the purpose of piloting vessels thereon 
to and from the port of Calcutta. Thirdly, that the 
officers of the Bengal pilot service are the only pilots 
who upon the river exercise the trade and calling of 
pilots, and take pilotage charge of inward and outward 
bound ships ; and that, in consequence of the perils 
of the navigation of the said river, no ship can with 
safety proceed inwards or outwards thereon, or be 
duly navigated, except the same be in charge of a 
competent pilot. It then alleges that the Defendant, 
contriving and intending to injure the Plaintiffs, and 
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to prevent them from continuing to employ their 
vessel in the manner before mentioned, and to de- 
prive them of the profits resulting therefrom, wrong- 
fully and injuriously issued and published a certain 
order, addressed to the officers of the Bengal pilot 
service, whereby the Defendant, as such Superin- 
tendent of marine, strictly prohibited them from 
allowing the said steam-vessel The ‘ Underwriter ’ to 
take any ship in tow of which they, the officers of 
the Bengal pilot service, should have charge. It 
further alleges, that this order continued in force and 
unrevoked, and was obeyed by the officers of the 
Bengal pilot service, for a long space of time, to Avit, 
from the 22nd of Sepfewher to the 19th of October — 
and that, during all that space of time, the masters 
and owners of divers ships were desirous of employ- 
ing the Plaintiffs’ steam-vessel to toAv their ships 
inwards and outwards on the river HooghUjy and 
Avould so have employed the same, but that they were 
prevented from so doing by the continuance of the 
said order, and the obedience thereto of the officers 
of the pilot service, so long as the same remained in 
force. Per quod, the Plaintiffs were for a long time, 
to wit, twenty-five days, and until the recall of the 
order, prevented from continuing to employ their 
said vessel in towing ships, and had been thereby 
deprived of the large profits which they would other- 
wise have made from such employment. It may be 
well to admit at once, because it will clear the ground 
of some of the arguments used, that this plaint does 
not allege either that the Defendant was under a legal 
obligation to furnish a pilot to every ship that required 
one, or that there was any contract between the 
Plaintiffs and the Defendant, or that any contract 
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subsisting between the Plaintiffs and any other persons 
KocjRs had been broken by the procurement of the Defendant. 

KAjhNDRo Therefore, the right of action, if it exist, cannot be 
uvTT. nested on the breach of any public duty imposed by 
Statute or otherwise, or on the breach of any duty 
flowing from a contract between the parties, or upon 
the grounds recognized in Lumley v. Gye (2 Ell. & 
Bla., 216). But wrongs falling within one or other 
of these classes are not the only wrongs for which an 
action on the case will lie. Gerhard v. Bates (2 Ell. & 
Bla., 476), is a clear authority for the position, that if 
the wrong and the consequential loss are, to use Lord 
CamphcU's phrase {ih. 490), ‘ clearly concatenated 
as cause and effect,’ the action is maintainable, al- 
though it does not arise from any public wrong, or the 
neglect of any public duty, and the parties are entire 
strangers to each other, no privity subsisting between 
them. Have we, then, here alleged a tort, occasioning 
a loss to the Plaintiffs? The loss is clearly stated, 
but it may be damnum sine injuria ; or, if the tort be 
established, the loss may not be suflBciently ' con- 
catenated with it as cause and effect or, in other 
words, may be too remote to be the subject of an 
action. Now, if we turn to the definition of a tort 
in Broom’s Comms., so often cited at the bar, we find 
that, if not founded on the violation of some special 
duty, public or private, it may be founded simply on 
the invasion of a legal right ; and the fallacy in some 
of the arguments used for the Defendant, consisted in 
the erroneous statement, or in the absence of a clear 
perception, of the right which the Plaintiffs say the 
Defendant has invaded. That right is not the right to 
have a pilot, but the right to employ their vessels in 
towage ; in other words, the right of exercising their 
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lawful trade or calling mthout undue hindrance or 
obstruction from others ; and surely it cannot be con- kooers 
tended that this is not one of the rights which the rajenoro 

DUXT 

common law recognizes and protects ! The contest 
between the House of Commons and the Crown, in 
the times of the T'lidors and the Stuarts, which 
resulted in the Statute of Monopolies, and all the 
learned arguments in the great case of The Monopolies, 
in the reign of Charles the Second (10 State Trials, 

312), assume the existence of the right. The only 
question was, the degree in which the asserted pre- 
rogative of the Crown could override it. Lord Coke's 
definition of a monopoly is, ‘ An allowance by the 
King, by his grant or otherwise, to any person or 
persons, bodies politic or corporate, of or for the sole 
buying, selling, making, working, or using, anything 
whereby any person or persons, bodies politic or cor- 
porate, are sought to be restrained of any freedom or 
libertv that they had before, or hindered in their lawful 
trade.’ The resolutions in The case of the Taylors, of 
Ipswich (11 Co. Rep. 53), and in The case of the Mo- 
nopolies (11 Co. Rep, 84), also assume the right of the 

subject to be protected in the exercise of his lawful 
% 

trade. Again: if this right is not recognized and pro- 
tected by law, on what principle do words spoken, 
though not actionable in themselves, become action- 
able if spoken of a man in his trade or calling? There- 
fore, that the Plaintiffs had a common law right to con- 
tract with the master of any vessel on the river who 
might be willing to engage The ‘ Underwriter,’ and to 
perform that contract by towing his vessel, cannot, we 
think, be denied. The difficulty in the case lies in the 
nature of the alleged invasion. The invasion, to be ac- 
tionable, must, of course, be wrongful. Interference 
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A\dth a man’s trade by fair competition ; as in the in- 
stance found in the authorities, of a new school esta- 
blished so as to draw away the scholars from an old 
school ; is not actionable. The loss in such a case is, 
in fact, not caused by wrong, but by another’s exercise 
of his undoubted right ; and, in every complicated 
society, the exercise, however legitimate, by each 
member of his particular riglits ; or the discharge, 
however legitimate, by each member, of his particular 
duties ; can hardly fail occasionally to cause conflicts 
of interest which will be detrimental to some. The 
question here is, whether enough is stated on the 
face of this plaint to show that the Defendant’s 
interference with the Plaintiffs’ trade was wrongful? 
Now, what appears on the face of the plaint? That 
the Defendant, by virtue of his office, had the power 
to control the pilots of the Bengal pilot service ; but 
there were no other pilots on the river ; that no ships 
can be safely navigated up or down the river unless it 
be in charge of a pilot ; that the Defendant, with the 
intention of preventing The ‘ Underwriter's* employ- 
ment, issued an order forbidding the pilots from 
alloAving that steamer to take any vessel in tow of 
which they shoidd have charge ; that the order was 
obeyed and remained in force a certain time, during 
which the Plaintiffs were, by reason of the order, 
prevented from employing their steamer as a tug, and 
so hindered in their trade. It may be said that it is 
not the pilot but the Master whose business it is to 
engage towage, and, therefore, that the employment 
of the Plaintiffs’ vessel was not prevented by an 
order addressed to the pilot. But if this objection 
arise in arrest of judgment, the fair intendment from 
the- third statement in the inducement is, we think. 
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that the order being operative upon, and obeyed by, 
the pilot, was necessarily oi)erative upon the Master, 
because he, though not under a legal obligation to 
take a pilot, could not sal’ely navigate his vessel with- 
out one, and could not get a pilot other than one of 

% 

the Bengal service. Therefore, upon the plaint, we 
must assume that the Defendant, intending to injure 
the Plaintiffs in their trade, and having a power over 
the pilots of the port which he could effectually use 
for that purj)Ose, did consciously use that power 1o 
that end, and so invaded the Plaintiffs’ legal rigid. 
It cannot, by any fair intendment, be collected from 
the statements of the plaint that this was in the 
necessary or ordinary exercise of tlie Defendant’s 
power as Superintendent of marine, or in the regular 
discharge of his duty as a public officer. Prima 
facie, it can matter nothing to the pilot, or the officer 
who supplies the pilot, by what steamer the vessel is 
towed to sea ; and the injurious intention here alleged 
is, as it is in many other cases, of the essence of the 
action. Thus Baron Parle, in LangrUlge v. Levy 
(2 Mee & Weis. 531), speaking of actions on the 
case founded on deceit, says — ‘ A mere naked false- 
hood is not enough to give a right of action ; but if 
it be a falsehood told with an intention that it should 
be acted upon by the party injured, and that act pro- 
duce damage to him,’ there is no question but that an 
action would lie. It may be said fraud and false- 
hood are mala in ae; but the arbitrary abuse of power, 
to the wilful injury of another, is also malum in se. 
Assuredly, such a wanton exercise of power is less 
innocent than the act of shooting, which, in the 
ancient, as well as the more modern cases, reported in 
11 East, pp. 571-4, became wrongful because done 
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with tlie intention of disturbing the Plaintiff’s decoy. 
The Judgment of Gibbs, C. J., in Sutton v. Clarke (6 
Taunt. 29), shows how a public officer, acting wan- 
tonly and oppressively in the exercise of an un- 
doubted power, may become liable in an action on 
the case. But then it is said, that the damage is too 
remote ; or, in other words, that the damage and the 
loss are not, in Lord CampbelVs phrase, sufficiently 
‘concatenated as cause and effect and Ashley v. 
Harrison, and Taylor v, Neri (both reported in 1 Esp. 
]i. 48 and p. 386) were relied upon. But the real prin- 
ciple of those cases, as of Vicars v. Wilcocks (2 Smith’s 
Tj. C. 299), and of the other cases of slander collected 
by Mr. Smith, in his note on Vicars v. Wilcocks (2 
Leading Cases, 299), is, whether the damage is the 
natural result of the thing done, or whether it is not 
capable of being attributed to some other cause. In 
Lmnley v. Gye (2 Ell. & Bla. 216), Erie, J., also 
remarks on the absence of intention in those cases to 
cause the damage complained of ; and, assuredly, the 
Defendant in one of those cases may well have libelled 
the actress, and the Defendant in the other may well 
have beaten the actor, without intending to injure the 
manager ; and, therefore, though some doubt has 
been thrown on their authority by Lumley v. Gye, 
those cases may be good law, and yet not govern this 
case. Foi it is difficult to conceive a more necessary 
connection, as cause and effect, than that which here 
exists between the damage done to the Plaintiffs and 
the Defendant’s act. The order, moreover, is insen- 
sible, if it is supposed to have been issued with any 
intention but that of causing the damage ; the damage 
followed upon it, and there is no other assignable 
cause which will account for that damage. Then it 
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is urged that the intervenlion of the pilot between 
Captain Bogers and the Master of the ship, and of 
both pilot and Master between Captain Bogers and 
the Plaintiffs, makes the damage too remote. But we 
are not dealing with a case like that of Ward v. 
Weehs (7 Bingh. 211), in which A. used slanderons 
words to B., which B. repeated to C., and thereby 
caused the damage to the Plaintiff ; and, it was, there- 
fore, held, that the Plaintiff could not sue A, Even 
in a case of slander, the rule is different if the repe- 
tition of the words is in the course of duty, as is 
shown in KendiUon v. Malthg (1 Cro. & M., 402). 
Here the pilot is but the officer, compelled by the 
rules of his service to obey the Defendant, his supe- 
rior. The Master acta under the necessity imposed 
upon him by the Defendant, through the pilot ; and 
the case seems to us to fall within the principle which 
is thus expressed by Erie, J., in his judgment in 
Lumley v. Gye: ‘It is clear that the procurement of 
the violation of a right is a cause of action, in all in- 
stances where the violation is an actionable wrong 
and he goes on to say, ‘ He who procures the wrong 
is a joint wrong doer, and may be sued, either alone 
or jointly \vith the agent, in the appropriate action 
for the wrong complained of.’ The liability is still 
clearer, where, as in this case, the agent is an inno- 
cent agent. Upon the whole, therefore, though this 
action is in many respects of a novel character, and 
we have been unable to find any case which is 
exactly in point, we are of opinion that, on principle, 
it is maintainable, and (hat some authority for it is 
to be found in the old case cited bv the Plaintiff’s 
Counsel — Garret v. Taylor (2 Rolles’ Rep. 162); 
and Carrington v. Taylor, and Keeble v. Hickeringill, 
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both reported in 11 East, pp. 571, 574. We 
cannot think, with the Defendant’s Counsel, that 
tlie two latter cases are distinguishable from the 

present by the circumstance that the decoy in the 
one was parcel of a manor, and, in tlie other, is 

described as an ancient decoy ; for the difficulty here, 
as we said before, does not arise from the nature of 
the right, but from the nature of its invasion. 

Again, we think, upon the authority of these cases, 
and of Ferguson v. The Earl of KinnouU (9 CL & 
Fin. 251), that the action is maintainable, without 

any allegation or proof of malice. This being so, 
we have next to consider whether the cause of 
action laid has been sufficiently proved ; or, rather, 
for that is the form of the rule, whether there is, 
on any material point, that absence of evidence 
which can entitle the Defendant to insist on a non- 
suit. The issues, as to the ownership of the vessel 
and the authority of the Defendant over the officers 
of the Bengal pilot service, have been found for the 
Plaintiffs ; nor is it now contended that there was 
not evidence to support that finding. The other 
material statements in the inducements were not tra- 
versed, and we must, therefore, take it to be admitted, 
on the pleadings, that there were no pilots but those 
of the Bengal pilot service, and that no ship can be 
safely navigated in the Hooghly v'ithout a pilot. On 
this record, therefore, we have not to consider whether 
the existence of five or six licensed pilots would in 
any degree affect the right to maintain the action ; 
and the admission seems also to exclude the hypo- 
thesis that the Plaintiffs were -not hindered in their 
trade, because Masters of vessels might have taken 
their tug and gone up or do^vn the river without a 
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pilot. The question remains, whether the Plaintiffs 
have proved all Ihey were bound to prove under the 
plea of not guilty. They have proved tliat the De- 
fendant issued the order in question ; that he issued 
it with the avowed object of punishing the Plaintiffs 
for their refusal to comply with certaiji conditions 
which he had no right to impose upon them. They 
have proved its continuance for a certain time. They 
have put in the final orders of Government on this 
proceeding, w'^hich prove that, in issuing the order, 

• the Defendant was so far from acting in the regular 
discharge of his duty, that his act was, in the opinion 
of his superiors, unjustifiable and an improper exer- 
cise of power. They have proved that, by the rules 
of the service, the pilots w^ere bound to obey that order 
of their superior officer so long as it was unrevoked. 
They have proved that the order emanated from, and 
was issued on the responsibility of, the Defendant ; 
for the conversation with the Secretary (if the purport 
of it w'as w'hat the Defendant represents it to be) is 
not tantamount to the authority of Government, sup- 
posing that the authority of Government (if given) 
could have relieved the Defendant from liability, or 
done more than give him a claim to be indentified by 
his superiors. Then, as to the damage, the Plaintiffs 
Jjave, unquestionably, proved that damage did result 
to them in consequence of the order. But the nature 
and effect of that evidence wall be best considered with 
reference to the only question that remains to be de- 
termined on this rule ; namely, whether that evidence 
justified the award of more than nominal damages. 
We can see no reason why the damages which the 
Court gave on the trial should be reduced. We then 
disclaimed any intention to give those penal damages 
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i«6o. by which the learned Counsel for the Plaintiffs insisted 
ROGERS the Court ought to mark its sense of the arbitrary 
kajenuko conduct of the Defendant ; but we thought (and we 
Durr. endeavoured to measure the damages according to this 
principle) that, if the act of the Defendant was 
wrongful, the Plaihtilfs were entitled to recover the 
actual loss which they had sustained in consequence of 
it. We had clear and positive proof of the continuance 
of the order, and that immediately after its issue the 
pilot in charge refused to unmoor a vessel if The 
* Underwriter/ which had been engaged to tow, took 
her in tow. The Captain also has sworn that, but for 
the order, he might have had other engagements, 
but that in consequence of the order his vessel re- 
mained idle. This is entirely confirmed by every in- 
ference to be drawn from the state of trade in the 
port, the ordinary principles on which men act, ‘ and 
by the acts of the Plaintiffs, as shown in their remon- 
strance and appeal to Government. We gave, there- 
fore, what, upon the evidence of the average nett 
earnings of the steamer when in work, would have 
been its probable earnings if it had been allowed to 
work during its period of enforced idleness. We 
continue to think that the evidence given of the re- 
fusal to unmoor The * Daniel Webster/ though ob- 
jected to at the time, was properly received ; but we 
must observe, that the proper mode of persevering in 
the objection would have been by moving for a new 
trial, on the ground of the improper reception of evi- 
dence, and that the point is not regularly raised by 
this rule. It may, how'ever, be open to the Defendant 
to insist, in arrest of judgment, that the special 
damage is not alleged with sufficient particularity ; 
that, as in a certain well-known class of action for 
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slander, the names of the pei'sons who would, but for 
the order, have employed the Plaintitf’s steamer, kogiks 
ought to have been stated. But we would observe, rajkndro 
that the question here is, not whether customers dutt. 
who have been wont regularly to deal at a par- 
ticular shop, and whose names are necessarily known 
to the person who keeps that shop, have been 
driven from that shop ; we have to deal with the 
case of a steamer plying for hire in a port to 
which ships from all quarters of the world resort, 
many of them for the first time. Again: the noto- 
rious existence of the order, and the first act of 
obedience to it, would necessarily prevent Masters of 
vessels from coming to hire The ‘ Underwriter ^ in 
the port, and The ’ Underwriter ' fx*om making what 
are termed in the evidence, ‘ seeking trips ’ to the Sand 
Heads. It seems to us, therefore, that this case falls 
within the principle of Hartley v. Herring (8 Term 
Rep. 130), that the plaint alleges the special damage 
with as much certainty as the subject-matter is 
capable of, and that the damages have been correctly 
assessed. We repeat our regret that the delay in the 
recission of the order has increased the Plaintiffs ' 
loss and the Defendant’s liability ; nay, more, we are 
sorry that the Defendant should suffer at all, because, 

' although we think that he took an erroneous view of 

# • 

the Plaintiffi’s conduct, and a still more erroneous 
view of his own position and powers, we doubt not 
that he acted honestly on the notions which he says 
^ prompted his conduct. But though we regret that 
Captain Rogers has not escaped the fate which gene- 
rally attends on those who, without measuring their 
own powers or authority, Quixotically undertake to 
be the redressors of grievances, real or imaginary. 
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this cannot influence our decision as Judges. If in 
our judgment the Plaintiffs have suffered a certain 
pecuniary loss, in consequence of an actionable wrong 
done to them by the Defendant, we must declare them 
entitled to recover that loss from him. The rule 
must be discharged.^’ 

The amount of the damages I'ecovered, Rs. 6,624, 
being under the appealable value, the Appellant pre- 
sented a special petition to Her Majesty for leave to 
appeal, in which, amongst other things, he stated that 
he had issued the order in question, with the sanction 
and approval of the Secretary of the Government in 
the Home Department in Calcutta, believing that the 
exigencies of the public service demanded the same ; 
that the action was brought for the wrong alleged to 
have been done by him to the Respondents by such 
order, and he submitted, that as an important princi- 
ple of la\v was involved in the decision in the action, 
the amount of damages ought not to deprive him 
of the benefit of an appeal, and prayed that the 
judgment might be reversed, altered, or varied, and 
the verdict found for the Respondents in the action 
set aside, and a verdict, or a nonsuit, entered on his 
behalf. 

Mr. W. Field for the Petitioner, cited Spooner 
V. Juddoo (a). 

Their Lordships gave leave to appeal on security 
being given to the amount of £100, for costs. 

•Present: Members of Ilu* Jndicitil Committee , — The Right 
Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Higiit Hon. Thomas Ei'skine, the Right 
Hon. Dr. Lnshington, tlie Kiglit Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the 
Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peid. 

I 

(«) 4 Moore’s Tnd. App. Cases, 257, 
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The appeal now came on for liearing. 

Jill'. Macaulay, Q.C., and Mr. W. Field, for the 
Appellant. 


This is a ease of first impression, arising from a 
prohibition issued by a public servant in the proper 
discharge of his duty, and wthout malice, to the 
officers of the Bengal pilot service employed by tlie 
Government on the river Hooghly, not to use the 
Respondents^ steam-tug; or, in other words, not to 
deal with the Respondents in tlieir trade or calling ol' 
steam-tug owners; and the first question is, whethei' 
the action is, in the circumstances, maintainable. To 
sustain such an action, there must have been either 
a violation by the Appellant of a legal right, or a 
wrongful act done by him in violation of a legal right 
or private duty, productive of damage to the Re- 
spondents. We contend there is neither of tliese re- 
quisites. The alleged right of the Respondents is not 
a legal right at all ; it is simply a right, as owners of 
a steam-tug, to trade like the owners of other steam- 
tugs, on the river Hooghly, which is an open river. 
The wrong complained of is an order by a Govern- 
ment officer to the pilots under his control not 
to use the Respondents’ steam-tug. In Lumley v. 
Gye (a), Mr. Justice Erie says that “the procurement 
of the violation of a right is a cause of action.” That 
case is relied on by the Chief Justice in the Court 
below, on the assumption that there was a legal right 
in the Respondents to be employed, it may be in 
their turn, by the pilot service. If they had only 
a claim to be employed, there is no ground of action : 
but we deny that even any such claim existed. It is 
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admitted that there was no legal obligation on the 
Appellant to furnisli pilots for all the vessels navi- 
gating the HooyJily in the service of the Government. 
Nor is it pretended that there was any contract be- 
tween the Respondents and any other parties which 
the Appellant procured to be broken. The Chief 
Justice in the Court below states this broadly. It 
is admitted, also, that there was no malice; it is not 
charged, or alleged, or attempted to be proved: and 
yet, without such averment, or proof, the Court 
below, on tlie autliority of Ferguson v. The Earl of 
Kinnoull (a), has held that this action could be main- 
tained. But that case differed materially from the 
present, and really decided only, that when the law 
casts a duty upon a person, which he refuses or .fails 
to perform, he is answerable in damages, though no 
malice is proved to those whom his refusal or failure 
injured ; his neglect of duty, and its consequential 
injury to the party, is the ground of action. There 
is no such case here. Gerhard v. Bates (fe), also 
relied on by the Court below, was an action for 
false representation, by which the Plaintiff was in- 
duced to take shares in a joint stock Company; and. 
it was held, that the damage to the Plaintiff being 
shown to be the direct result of the Defendant’s 
fraud, the Plaintiff was entitled to recover against the 
Defendant as for tort. The dictum of Lord Campbell 
in that case, that if the wrong and consequential 
loss ‘‘are clearly concatenated as cause and effect,” an 
action is maintainable, is not applicable to the cir- 
cumstances of this case. The case of the Taylors, &c., 
of Ipswich (c), and The case of the Monopolies ((i), only 

(a) 9 Clk. & Fin. 251. (b) 2 Ell. & Bla. 476. 

(c) 11 Co. Rep. 53. (d) 11 Co. Rep. 146. 
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assume the right ol’ the subject to be protected in 
the exercise of his lawful trade, which we don’t 
deny ; but tiiat is very dilferent from an assumed 
right to be employed in such trade. Langridge v. 
Levy (a) was a case of false representations and fraud, 
in Winterbottoni v. Wright (h), Baron ALdersoit-, re- 
ferring to that case, refused to carry the principle 
of that decision further. So in Howard v. Shep- 
herd (c). The cases of Carrington v. Taylor (d), 
and Keeble v. HickeringiLl (e), are, we submit, mis- 
applied by Uie Judges in the f!ourt below, in those 
cases there was a disturbance of the enjoyment of 
a legal right; there is no legal right at all here. In 
Sutton V. Clarke (/), also cited in the. Court below, 
it was held that if a person in the exercise of a public 
function without emolument which he is compellable 
to execute, acts without malice, and according to the 
best of his skill and diligence, and upon the best in- 
formation he can obtain, does an act which occasions 
consequential damage, he is not liable to an action 
for such damage. The action must be on tort, or 
for breach of contract: here there is neither. The 
action is for an alleged damage, which was simply a 
refusal to allow dealing with the Respondents on their 
own terms. As the act complained of was done by a 
Government officer on behalf of, and with the sane- 

4 

tion, of the Government, it may be a question whether 
an action against such officer could be entertained by 
a Municipal Court. Elphinstone v. Bedreechimd (^), 
The Secretary of State in Council of India v. Kamachee 
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(a) 2 Mee. & Weis. 519, and 4 Mee. & Weis. 337. 

{b) 10 Mee. & Weis. 115, (c) 11 East’s Rep. 571. 

(d) 9 Com. Ben. Rep. 297, 322. (e) 11 East’s Rep. 574. 

(/) 6 Taunt. 29. (p) 1 Knapp’s P. C. Cases, 316. 
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Boye Sakaha («), Buron v. Denman (h), Dobree v. 
Napier (c). We submit, therefore, that the declara- 
tion discloses no cause for action, and, even if sucli 
existed, which we deny, we further insist that the 
damages are excessive; and that they ought only to 
have been nominal. 

Mr. Montague Smith, Q.C., and Mr. H. Mills, 
for the Respondents. 

If the order of the Appellant was a wrongful act, 
it is actionable. He had the control of all the pilots 
in the Government service upon the river Hooghly, 
and it is impracticable for ships to navigate that river 
without a pilot. If the pilots disobeyed the order of 
the Appellant, they were liable to be punished; the 
obedience of the pilots to this order rendered also 
that of Masters of vessels necessary. The effect of 
their obeying the order was to prevent the owners of 
The Undertvriter^^ obtaining any employment in 
their lawful trade or calling. This the Appellant 
knew, his avowed object being punishment of the 
Respondents for refusal to tow under Government 
certificate. Now, the issuing such an order was an 
improper exercise of his power, and a tortuous act as 
against the Respondents; being done v?ithout lawful 
justification and with the intention of damaging them. 
The plaint which sets forth these facts discloses a good 
cause of action, and is sufficient in law. It avers 
that the Respondents were damaged in their trade, 
and in the lawful use of their property, by the order 
issued by the Appellant, who, as against them, is 
thereby a wrong doer, and that such order was 

(u) 7 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 476. (b) 2 Esch. Rep. 167. 

(o) 2 Bingh. N. C. 781. 
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issued intentionally, authoritatively, and with the 
design of damaging the Respondents. The judgment, 
we submit, was well founded upon these grounds. 

First, the damage was the effect of the act of 
the Appellant; that is quite clear, and is sufficiently 
averred. Now, the great principle of law is, that 
cverv man must be considered to contemplate the 
probable consequences of his own act, Townsend v. 
Walker (a), Ferguson v. The Earl of Kinnoull (b), or the 
act of his agent. Jar main v. Hooper (c), Bowles v. 
Senior {d), Childers v. Wooller (e). The damage here 
was immediate, and, therefore, actionable ; it is not, as 
in the case of a slander, Vicars v. Wilcocks (/), too 
remote. In Parkhnrst v. Foster (^), Lord Holt says, 
“If a man does an unlawful act, he shall be answer- 
able for the consequences of it, especially Avlfere the 
act is done with intent that consequential damage 
shall be done.” 

Secondly, the damage was done to the legal right of 
the Respondents to prosecute a lawful trade, namely, 
the hire and use of their steam-tug; and this is prima 
-facie actionable. He that hinders another in his trade 
or livelihood is liable to an action, else slander affect- 
ing a man’s trade would not be actionable. Keehle v. 
Hickeringill {h). And, though no action may lie for 
a public nuisance, yet if a private injury is sustained 
thereby, an action will lie. Ivesonv. Moore (i). Rose 
V. Groves (k), Wilkes v. Hungerford Market Co. (0, 

(«) 9 East, 296. (b) 9 Clk. & Fin. 251. 

(c) 6 Man. & Gr. 827. (<?) 15 Law J. Q. B. 231. 

(f) 29 Law J. Q. B. 129. 

(/) 2 Smith's L. C. 300 ; 8 East, 1. 

(g) 1 Ld. Raym. 480. 

(h) 11 East, 575-6. (*) 1 Ld. Raym. 486. 

(fc) 6 Man. & Or. 613. CO 2 Bingh. N. C. 281. 
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Dohson V. Blacloiiore (a). These authorities show that 
the law recognizes that description of right in indi- 
viduals, ill resi)ect of which the special damage is 
claimed, and that it was actionably wrong to inflict 
that sort of damage. 

Thirdly, as the damage done flowed from tJie Appel- 
lant’s acts, by which he intended to damage the Ee- 
spondents in their use of a lawful right, such act was 
wrongful on the part of the Appellant, and made him 
liable to an action. Gre^jorij v. The Duke of Bruns- 
wick (h)j Millar V. Tatflnr (c), Pasleyv. Freeman (d), 
Langridge v. Lei'y (c), Mostyn v. Fahrtgas (/), Keehle 
V. Hickeringill {g). Com. Dig., tit. “action on the 
case for misfeazance,” A. Kvery loss or damage occa- 
sioned by the wrongful act of another is actionable. 
Ashhy V. White (h)^ Perring v. Harris (i), Dean v. 
Clayton (A:), Bird v. Holdhrook (1), Ferguson v. The 
Fjurl of Kinnoull (ni). This is not a case damnum 
ahsque injuria; if the Appellant so contends he must 
make out such position. It is not as where a De- 
fendant carrying on an offensive trade, l)ut in a proper 
manner, and in a proper place, in pursuance of a pre- 
vious right acquired, is protected. Rich v. Baster- 
field (»)» Hole v. Barlow (o). Nor is this a case where 
some other maxim of law comes into play and pre- 
vents the Appellant from being actionable. Reds v. 

(«) 16 Law J. Q. B. 23;i. (b) 6 Man. & Gr. 205. 

(c) 4 Burr. 2303. (^) 2 Smitli’s L. C. 62. 

(e) 2 Mec. & Weis. 579. {/) 1 Smith’s L. C. 528. 

(g) 11 East, 574. 

(h) Ld. Ray. 938, 1. Smith’s L. C. 105. 

(0 2 Moo. & Hob. 5. (A-) 7 Taunt. 489, 495. 

(0 4 Bin-h. 628. („,) 9 Clk. & Fin. 251, 310, 321. 

(») 16 Law J. C. P. 273. (o) 27 La\V J. C. P. 207;- 
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Smith (rt), Henderison v. Broomhcad {b), Barber v. 
Lessiter (c), Lnmley v. Gye (^/). 

Lastly, no averment ot* malice was necessary; it is 
not like the case of Judge acting or alleged to have 
acted, from corrupt motives, but of a wrong com- 
mitted which has worked damage to the Respon- 
dents. Ferguson v. The Earl of Kinnoull (e), Saxon 
V. Castle (/), and with regard to the amount of da- 
mages, the special damage averred is sufficient to let 
in the proof of loss of trade given ; there is no ground 
for saying they are excessive. 
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Mr. Macaulay^ Q.C., in reply. 

The judgment of their Lordships, prepared by Sir 
John T. Coleridge, was now delivered by — ^ 


The Right Hon. Dr. Lushixgton. 

This was an appeal from the Supreme Court of 
Calcutta. The Respondents were the Plaintiffs in 
that Court, and their plaint recited that they, before 
the committing of the grievances complained of, liad 
been, and then were, the owners of a steam-tug called 
The ^^Underwriter^^ employed for hire in towing ships 
to and from the port of Calcutta, and in the receipt 
of large profits from such employment ; and that the 
Defendant was an officer in the public service of the 
East India Company, having the name and style of 
the Superintendent of marine, and that, as such, he 
was invested with the chief authority and control over 
all the officers of the Bengal Pilot service employed 
by the Company on the Hooghly river for the purpose 



(a) 18 Com. Ben. Rep. 126. 
29 Law J. C. P. 161. 

9 Clk. & Fin. 321, 


(b) 28 Law .1. Exch. 360. 
(rf) 2 Ell. & Bla. 216. 

(/) 6 Ad. & Ell. 652. 
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of i)iloti!ig vessels thereon to and from the said port; 
and tiiat the said officers of the Bengal pilot service 
were the only pilots who, upon the said river, exercise 
the calling of pilots, and take pilotage charge of 
inward and o\itward bound ships; and that in conse- 
quence of the perils of the navigation, no ship can 
with safety proceed inwards or outwards, or be duly 
navigated, except in charge of a competent pilot. 
After these recitals, the plaint charged that the De- 
fendant wrongMly and unjustly contriving and in- 
tending to injure the Plaintiffs, and to prevent them 
Ironi continuing to employ their said steam-tug, wrong- 
• ^ d injuriously issued and published a certain 

order addressed to the said officers of the Bengal 
pilot service, whereby he, as such Superintendent of 
marine, strictly prohibited them from allowing the 
said steam-tug to take any ship in tow of which they 
should have charge. Tt then stated the period during 
which the order remained in force; the deprivation of 
employment during that time ; and the consequent 
loss of profit, laying the damage at Rs. 20,000. To 
this plaint the Appellant pleaded three pleas, on the 
first only of which, being the plea of not guilty, the 
question before their Lordships arises. The alle- 
gations in the inducement by way of recitals must be 
taken to have been admitted by the Defendant ; and 
supposing the direct allegations which are iji issue to 
iiave been proved, in such sense as to make the action 
maintainable, no question was made before us as to 
the amount of the damages awarded : the point for 
consideration, therefore, is, whether upon the evidence 
in the case this action is maintainable. 

As their Lordships view the evidence, the facts 
appeal to be the following: — The Bengal pilots are 
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an organised body, under the control of the Superin- 
tendent of marine, whicli office, at the time in ques- 
tion, was filled by the Defendant. The form by far 
the larger part of the Calcutta pilots, and on them 
devolves the almost indispensable dxtty of piloting 
vessels up and down the Hooghly to and from the sea 
and port of Calcutta. Tugs are constantly required 
for bringing vessels up; and the Plaintiffs wei'e owners 
of one, a steam-tug, The ‘^Underwriter** employed 
in this service. For such service there ai’e two rates 
of payment, one called the Oovermnent certificate, in 
which the amount is regulated by a tariff according 
to the time employed; the otlier depending on the 
special contract between the parties. On the 20tli of 
September, 1857, wheix the mutiny in India was in 
full vigour, Her Majesty’s ship “Belleisle** entered 
the Hooghly, bringing troops for the public service. 
The Captain of The “Underivriier,** For, who was 
seeking employment, Avent on board and offered to 
take her up. At this time a Bengal pilot was in 
charge of her. Fox declined to take her on the terms 
of the Government certificate, and asked a much 
larger sum, first Rs. 3,000, and finally Rs. 2,500. The 
Captain, not choosing to incur the responsibility of 
agreeing to this demand, telegraphed once and again 
to Beadon, the Secretary to the Government of India, 
stating, on the second occasion, the demand, that his 
pilot required a powerful tug, and asked what amount 
he might offer. On the receipt of this second appli- 
cation, Mr. Beadon communicated to the Defendant, 
with a letter stating what had passed, and concluding 
with these words: — ‘‘What had better be done?” 
The Defendant immediately Avent to Beadon, and gave 
him his opinion that the charge Avas exorbitant ; that 
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it was Beadon's duty to take steps to prevent such 
cliarges being made for ships coming in with troops; 
that the rate of charge might otherwise increase from 
day to day with the increasing necessities of the Go- 
vernment; and added, that if he left the matter to 
him, he would proceed to The Bankshall (the place of 
rendezvous for the Bengal pilots) and direct one of the 
officers to see the owners of the tug, and tell them 
that if they did not send down immediately an order 
to take the troops in tow, he would issue an order to 
the officers of the pilot service, strictly jirohibiting 
them from allowing The *'Uudertvriter’* to take any 
ship in tow of which they had pilotage charge. To 
this Beadon answered, “I think you would do right;” 
and so left it with the Defendant to dispose of the 
jnatter. What the Defendant said he would do, he 
immediately did. The Government terms were still 
refused by the Plaintiffs, and the service was unper- 
formed by them. Whereupon, on the 22nd of Sep- 
tember, by the direction of the Defendant, the order 
complained of was issued, and remained in force until 
the 19th of October, when, by the direction of the Go- 
vernment, it was rescinded; and it is for the loss of 
omplo>nnent during this interval, that the action has 
been brought and the damages awarded. 

On this state of facts it does not appear to their 
Lordships material to consider whether the demand 
made on the part of the Plaintiffs was exorbitant or 
not, nor whether the opinion expressed by the De- 
fendant, and on which he subsequently acted, was 
founded in good policy, or otherwise. Neither does 
it seem to them to conclude the question in the action, 
that the act complained of is to be considered as fhe 
act of the Government, and that in the part which 
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the Defendant took in it he acted only as tlie officer 
of the Government, intending to discharge his duty 
as a public servant with perfect good faith, and with 
an entire absence of any malice, particular or general, 
against the Plaintiffs. For if the act which he did 
was in itself wrongful, as against the Plaintiffs, and 
produced damage to them, they must have the same 
remedy by action against the doer, whether the act was 
his own, ' spontaneous and unauthorized, or whether 
it were done by the order of the superior power. Tin' 
civil irresponsibility of the Supreme power for tortuous 
acts could not be maintained with any show of justice, 
if its agents were not personally responsible for them: 
in such cases the Government is niorallv bound to 
indemnify its agent, and it is hard on such agent wheii 
this obligation is not satisfied: but the right to com- 
pensation in the party injured is paramount to tliis 
consideration. Neither in the case of damage occa- 
sioned by a wrongful act, that is, an act wElch the 
law esteems an injury, is malice a necessary ingredient 
to the maintenance of the action: an imprisonment 
of the person, a battery, a trespass on land, are in- 
stances, and only instances, in which the act may 
be quite innocent, even .laudable, as to the inten- 
tion of the doer, and yet, if any damage, even in 
legal contemplation, be the cojisequence, an action 
Will lie. 

But the foundation of every action of tort, apart 
from the question of malice, is an act wrongful, and 
which may be qualified legally as an injury. This 
position is not contravened in the very able and learned 
judgment of the Court below; indeed, it is assumed 
as the principle of decision, and the wrongful act 
relied on is stated to be, the invasion of “the right 
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(>r the Plaintiifs to* employ their vessels in towage; in 
other words, the right of exercising their lawful trade 
or calling, without undue hindrance or obstruction 
from others.” No doubt an act which, prima facie, 
would appear to be i?inocent and rightful, may be- 
come tortuous if it invades the right of a third person. 
A familiar instance is, the erection on one’s OAvn land 
of anything which obstructs the light of a neighbour’s 
liouse : prima facie, it is lawful to erect what one 
pleases on one’s own land; but if by twenty-years’ 
enjoyment, the neighbour has acquired the right to 
the unobstructed transmission of the light across that 
land, the erection of any building which substantially 
obstructs it, is an invasion of the right, and so not 
only does damage, but is unlawful and injurious. 

The question then is, whether, in this sense, the 
Defendant has been guilty of a wrongful act. On the 
one hand, the Government has frequent occasion to^ 
have vessels towed up the river, and it desires to have 
this done by the owners of towing-vessels on certain 
terms which it believes to be just; and it keeps in its 
service a body of pilots, who have the charge of 
vessels coming up the river; and it is assumed that 
practically, the discretion, for the time being, of em- 
ploying the particular towing vessel that is to bring 
up a ship, is vested in the pilot who has Her in charge. 
The Plaintiffs decline to deal with the Government on 
the terms which it desires to deal pn, and in a par- 
ticular case insist on what appears to the Government 
not only to be an unreasonable demand in itself, but 
likely, as a precedent, to be injurious to the public 
interests, if yielded to in this particular instance. If 
the Plaintiffs have the right, as undoubtedly they 
have, of prescribing what terms they please for the 
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services they are to roiuler, it cannot be doubted that iK6o. 

the Government has an equal right to accept or refuse i<og^s 
to deal with the Plaintitfs on those terms: to say, “ We kaje^nuro 
will employ you only if you will accept such or such nuir. 
a remuneration,” And, if the prohibition complained 
of had been limited to pilots in charge of vessels in 
the public service, we suppose no one would have 
imagined for a moment that there was anything 
wrongful in it, or that any action could be maintained 
on account of it, however prejudicial its consequences 
might have been to the Plaintiffs’ business ; nor could 
it have made any difference if there were no vessels 
to be towed up but those in the service of the Govern- 
ment, although the consequence would have been 
directly a total loss of eniploynieiit by the Plaintiffs: 
for their right to exercise their calling must be under- 
stood only as co-extensive w'ith, and not as over- 
riding, the right of the public or of individuals to 
deal with them or not, at their pleasure: the right to 
buy or to refuse to buy is as much to be regarded as 
the right to sell or to refuse to sell. 

. But the prohibition certainly goes beyond this: it 
forbids the officers of the pilot service from allowing 
The ” Underwriter ” to take any sliip in tow of which 
they have pilotage charge ; and the question is, whether 
this difference in extent makes it, as against the 
Plaintiffs, wrongful. Their Lordships are of opinion 
that it does not. For the interests of the community, 
and without any legal obligation, the Government has 
organized a body of pilots ; it does not appear that 
any law forbids the employment of a pilot who is not 
of that body, and, indeed, it was proved that there 
were other pilots exercising their calling in the port 
of. Calcutta on whom the Government prohibition 
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would have had no ellect. The G-overnment cer- 
tainly, as any other master, may lawfully restrict its 
own servants as to those whom they shall employ 
under them, or co-operate with in performing the ser- 
vices for the due performance of which they are 
enrolled and taken into its service. Supposing it had 
been believed, that The ^*Undenrriier^’ was an ill- 
found vessel, or in any way unfit for the service, 
might not the pilots have been lawfully forbidden to 
employ her until these objections were removed? 
Would it not, indeed, liave been the duty of the 
Government to do so? And, is it not equally lawful 
and right when it is honestly believed that her owners 
will only render their services on exorbitant terms? 
As regards individual owners of vessels, of all but 
those employed on its own accoiint, the Government, 
by its pilots, co-operates wdth the Plaintiffs in the ser- 
vice of bringing their vessels safely into port ; may it 
not refuse that co-operation so long as it believes the 
demand made by them unreasonable, and likely to bo 
prejudicial to its own interests, that is, the interests 
of tlLe public? Their Lordships think this question 
can admit of only one answer, and if so, the prohi- 
bition issued by the Defendant in its whole extent was 
a lawful act, and did not interfere injuriously with 
any right of the Plaintiffs. 

It will be observed that their Lordships are only 
dealing with a case in which no malice, in the most 
general sense of the term, is imputed, or proved 
against the Defendant. It is unnecessary to consider 
what would have been their judgment in a case in 
which the Defendant had given the same advice to 
the Government, and done the same act towards the 
Plaintiffs from any indirect motive, or with direct 
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malice against them. It is enough to say, that the 
decision of such a case would turn on totally diiferent 
principles from the present. 

It will be observed also that llielr Lordships’ rea- 
soning identifies the act of the Defendant with the 
approbation of the Secretary to the Government ; 
and they do this, not forgetting his letter to the De- 
fendant, dated on the 15th October, in which the 
Defendant is censured for his act, and directed to 
recall it ; for their Lordships think that the evidence 
of the Defendant, uncontradicted by the evidence of 
Beadon, clearlj' establishes that the Defendant acted 
with his approbation. To him application had first 
been made for directions by the Captain of The 
“ Belleisle” and he sought advice of the Defendant, 
accepted the advice which was given in good faith, 
and could not have been withheld without breach of 
duty ; and if so, the character of the act cannot be 
changed by the change of opinion siibsecjuently mani- 
fested, or by the censure which it was thought right 
to inflict upon the agent. 

This case was disposed of in the Court below in a 
very learned and elaborate judgment, to which their 
Lordships have given the full consideration it deserves, 
though they cannot accede to all the conclusions of 
that judgment. The appeal has been very ably argued 
at the Bar ; but their Lordships have not thought it 
necessary to review and distinguish the many cases 
cited, either in the judgment of the Court below or 
in the argument. It seems to them that when the 
legal principles to which they have adverted are 
applied to the facts of this case, its decision turns 
on a very plain and elementary point : it is essential 
to an action in tort that the act complained of should. 
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uuder the circumstances, be legally wrongful as re- 
gards the party complaining ; that is, it must pre- 
judicially atfect him in some legal right ; merely tha.t 
it win, however directly, do him harm in his interests, 
is not enough. Cases are of daily occurrence in which 
the lawful exercise of a right operates to the detri- 
ment of another, necessarily and directly without 
being actionable. The present case appears to their 
Lordships to be no more, and they will, therefore, 
humbly advise Her Majesty that the judgment of 
the Court below ought to be reversed, and that the 
costs of the appeal should be borne by the Respon- 
dents. 


Mahomed Bauker Hoossain Khan 
Bahadoor 


■ 

- 

, 


Appellant, 


AND 

Shurfoon Nissa Begum ----- Respondent^ 


On appeal from the Supreme Court at Madras. 

Mahoviedan Uiu> — Legiti7nact/—Presvmptio}i of — Ciroumslances justi- 
fying — Proof of marriage — Necessity. 

By the Mabomedan law, the legitimacy of a chUd of Mahomedan parents 
may be presumed, or inferred from circumstances, without any direct proof 
either of a marriage between the parents, or of auy formal act of legitima- 
tion. 

In the absence of evidence or circumstances sufficient to found such 
a presumption, or inference, a claim by a party as a legitimate son to share 
in an intestate’s estate dismissed. 

3rd & 4th The question in this ease was one of legitimacy, 
f' eb.. i86 0. related to the right of the Appellant to three- 


• Present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Right Hon. the Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, the Right Hon. The Lord 
Justice Turner, and the Right Hon. Sir John Taylor Coleridge. 

Assessor,- -The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. SU* James W. Colvilo. 
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eigliths ot* the* (.‘.state of Sfiu^sarai Jumj JJahadoor, 
deceased. The parlies were ^lahomedans, and iiihu- 
bitauts of Madras, and the Appellant ciaiined as the 
brother ol* the deceased. The case of tlie Respondent, 
the infant daugliter and only child of Shasacar Jmif/ 
Bahadoor, was, that the Appellant was not his legiti- 
mate brother, but was the offspring of a slave girl, 
brought up by one of the Nicka wives of the father 
of the deceased, Shasavar Jumj Bahadoor, and, as 
such, was not entitled to a share of his estate. 
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The Bill was filed by Syed Farced, the Respon- 
dent’s grandfather and next friend in the Supreme 
Court at Madras against Mayroou Nissa Beyutu and 
Madar Ool Oo/nrah Bahadoor, alleging that Shasarar 
Jung Bahadoor died on tlie 24th of Mag, 185b, intes- 
tate, leaving the Defendant, Mayroon Nissa Begum, his 
uicka and only wife, and the Resi)ondeut, his daughter 
by Mayroon Nissa Begum, an infant, him surviving; 
that the Apj)ellant claimed to be a brother of the in- 
testate, and a sharer in his estate, which right was 
denied, and that after certain proceedings had been 
taken on the Ecclesiastical side of the Supremo 
Court, letters of administration to the estate of the 
intestate were granted by that Court to the Defendant, 
Mayroon Nissa Begum, as his widow; and the Bill 
prayed, that the usual accounts might be taken of 
the intestate’s estate, and that the Defendant, May- 
roon Nissa Begum, as such widow, might be declared 
entitled to receive one-eighth, and the Respondent, as 
such daughter, might be declared entitled to receive 
one-half of the estate and effects of the intestate; 
and that it might be referred to the Master to inquire 
whether there were any other relatives of the intes- 
tate entitled to the remaining three-eighths of the 



138 


cases lx ttiE PRIVY council 


i860. 

Mahomed 

Bauker 

HO: ISSA1N 
KHAN 

Z'. 

Shurfoon 

nissa 

Begum. 


reijidue : and in delault Ihereol*, tliat the Respondent 
and the Uetendant, Mai/rooti A'/.y.yrt Ber/nni, might be 
declared entitled to such remaining three-eighths in 
proportion to their respective shares as aforesaid. 

Tlie Defendants, by their answers, admitted the 
facts stated in the Bill. 


The suit came on to be heard on the yth of Feirmry, 
1808, when the Supreme Court referred it to the 
Master to inquire and report, whether the Appellant 
was a brother of the intestate; and for that purpose 
the Appellant was to be at liberty to go before the 
blaster. 

Tile Ai^pellant left with the Master a state of facts, 
which alleged that, Shaaavar Jung Baliadoor was the 
sou of Oomdut Ool Oomrah, a former Nawah of the 
Carnatic^ then deceased; that Oomdut Ool Oomrah 
married, in the form usual amongst Mahomedans for 
performing Nicka marriages, to one Ameeu Sahiba, 
alias Buddee Beehee; that the Appellant was the only 
issue of that marriage and was the son of Oomdut Ool 
Oomrah, by Ameeti Sahiba, his nicka wife, and was, 
tlierefore, the brother of the intestate; that the Ap- 
pellant had, from the date of his birth, been acknow- 
ledged, treated, and received by the Governors in 
Council in Madras!, by the Nawaha of the Carnatic, 
liis relations, and by the intestate in his life, and by 
his relations and friends, as the son of Oomdut Ool 
Oomrah, and as the brother of the intestate. That 
the Appellant and the intestate were, on the death of 
their father, Oomdut Ool Oomrah, on the representa- 
tion of the family of Oomdut Ool Oomrah, on the 
2yth of September, 1801, acknowledged by Lord 
Clive, the then Governor of Madras, to be the sons 
of Oomdut Ool Oomrah, and a pension of Rs. 10,000, 
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was granted to each ot tliein, b'ha.sarar Juntj Baha- 
door and the Appellant, as tlie uicka sons of Oomdnt 
Ool Oomrah, whicli pension was still paid to the 
Appellant ; and it iurther alleged that llie Appel- 
land had been admitted by the Defendants, Mai/nwn 
Nisb-a Begiun and Madar Ool Oomnih, to l)e the brother 
of the intestate, on the hearing of an JOcclesiastica! 
fcuit in the Supreme Court, in which her right as 
widow of the intestate was established and declared, 
and also by Madiir Ool Oomrah. 


Tlie Respondent also left a state of facts with the 
Master, which stated that the Appellant was not tlie 
brother of the intestate, and was not one of llie legi- 
timate sons of Oomdnt Ool Oomrah, formerly Nauab 
ot tlie Oui natic. I'liat the Appellant was the son of a 
slave girl, named Nurtfee.v, otherwise called Amt^€}i 
^ahiba, liy Oomdnt Ool Oomrah, and was brought up 
by Chattoore Bcf/um, one of the nicka wives of Oomdnt 
Ool Oomrah; that Amcen Bahiba was a slave girl in 
the establishment of Chattoore Begum, and always 
lived with her ; was not the nicka wife of Oomdut Ool 


Oomrah, and never had any establishment of lier own; 
while all the other wives of Oomdut Ool Oomrah had! 
I'liat the intestate never acknowledged the Aijpel- 
lant as his brother. That he kept liimself aloof from 
the other members of the family. That Oomdut Ool 
Oomrah had one shadee wife, Doolarg Begum, and 
lour nicka wives, namely, Coolboom Begum, Chattoore 
Begum, Mahtaub Begum, and Hgath Begum, and no 
others. That on the death of Ooindul Ool Oomrah, 
Doolary Begum, as the shadee wife of Oomdut Ool 
Oomrah, received a pension of Ks. 24,000, annually, 
from the aovermuent of Madras; and Coolsoom 
Begum, Chatoor Begum, Mahtauh Begum, and Hgath 
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Jh’f/xitt, as the nicka wives ol’ Oonulut Ool Oomrah, 
received a pension of I?s. 5,000, each annually from 
the Ciovermnenl of Madras. Tliat Aaieeu Sahiba, was 
maintained and supported by the Appellant for some 
time, but that he afterwards refused to support her, 
ill con.sequence of whicli refusal Amecii Sahiha com- 
jjlained to the (ioverninent agent tliat the Appellant, 
Avho was in the receipt of Rs. 833, from Government, 
did not support her, and prayed that the Govern- 
ment would order him to maintain her. That the 
Government agent, in a letter dated the 8th ot De- 
cember, 1840, addressed to the Appellant, directed 

him to pay his mother, Ameen Sahiba, the sum of 
Rs. 50, monthly. 


The evidence was contradictory. The Appellant 
adduced evidence before the Master in support of his 
state of facts, and, amongst other documents, put in 
an extract from the records of Government, con- 
taining a copy of a letter, dated the 3rd of October, 
1801, from the then Governor General to Useen 
id Dowlah, the Naiiab of Arcot, transmitting a state- 
ment of the allowance to be made to the family, and 
requesting the Naivab to furnish him with a state- 
ment of the different receipts to be granted for the 
allowances, and the statement sent in return, in which 
statement it was insisted that the Appellant’s name 
was returned as a naika son of Oomdut Ool Ooairali. 
It was deposed by two of the witnesses, sisters of 
Oomdut Ool Oomrah, who were examined viva voce in 
support of the Appellant’s state of facts, that they were 
present at the nicka marriage of Ameen Sahiba witli 
Oomdut Ool Oomrah, and that the Appellant was the 
issue of that marriage, and that he was always treated 
by Oomdut Ool Oomrah as his legitimate son, and had 
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as such been received by the witnesses and otlier 
members of the family. The Govermnent agent and 
paymaster of the Carnatic stipends was also e.Kaniined 
by the Appellant, and he stated that the Appellant 
and Shasavar Jung liahadoor had both the same yearly 
allowance as mclca sons of Oonidvt Got Oomrah, 

and that the Appellant had been treated as a iiicka 
son by the Briti.sh Government. 


The Respondent adduced evidence in support of 
her counter state of facts, and relied upon a docu- 
ment, being the reply of the Nanah of Arrol to the 
letter of the Governor General, forwarding a ineinn- 
randum of the receipts to be taken, in which the Ap- 
pellant was thus described:— “Receipt under the seal 
of Rauhnl ul Nissa, alias' Chatiore Begvm, with lier 
son as follows:— “For Baiilcer Hussan Khan (the 
Appellant) Rs. 833. oia. ; for Chattorp Begum, Rs. 4H). 
lOga. The Respondent also tendered an extract from 
the records of Government, being a copy of a letter 
dated the 7th of October, 1820, (o) from Nawah A-eem 
Jah, deceased, the then Naivab of the Carnatic to 
the Government, stating that Chattore Begum, who 
received the Government stipend of Rs. 416. lOfa., 
had died on the loth of September, and that tlie 
stipend and that of Mahomed Banher Hooxxain Khan 
(the Appellant), son by a concubine of the late Nawah, 
had been paid on one receipt, and that then the 
stipend of Mahomed Banker Hosxaiu Khan, amount- 
ing to Rs. 833. 51a., would be payable on his 
separate receipt. This document was objected to, 
and was not admitted, the Itfaster considering it irre- 
levant, and the ‘Appellant no party to it. Evidence 
was also adduced by her to the effect that the Ap- 
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pellant might have been regarded as the niclca son of 
the Oomdnt Ool Oomrah, as he had been adopted by 
Chuttore Begum, the childless nicha wife of the Nau'db, 
and brought up by her as her own son, but that he 
was the offspring of a slave of Chaftore Begum named 
Ameen Sahiha. 


The ^Master by his report found that the Appel- 
lant was Hu* son of the Oomdut Ool Oomrah by his 
uicla wife, Ameen Sahiha, and that he was the 
l(‘gitiinate brother of the intestate. 

n’he Respondent filed two exceptions to this re- 
]>ort; first, that the Master had rejected the letter 
()f the 7th of October, 1820, whereas he ought to 
have admitted it as evidence for the Respondent; and 
secondly, that the ^faster had found the Appellant 
to be the brother of the intestate, whereas the Master 
ought to have found that the Appellant was not the 
brother of the intestate. 


These exceptions were argued on the 2nd of Julu, 
1858, before the C^hi'ef Justice, Sir Christopher Raw- 
Itnson, and allowed. The reasons of the Chief Jus- 
tice for making the Order allowing the exceptions, 
transmitted to the Privy Council, were as follows; — 
“First exception, as to the document purporting to 
be a translation of a letter or note from the late 
Nawah Azeem JaJi to the Government, bearing date 
7th of October, 1820, was tendered on behalf of the 
Plaintiff as a declaration by the head of the family 
concerning pedigree, in the same way as the other 
letters of the Natvab in 1801 had been admitted on 
the other side. Tt was admitted before the Master 
to be a true translation; it came from its proper 
custody, namely, the Government office. No ob- 
jection was taken that a further search for the original 
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Persian note was necessary. Upon the above stale ol‘ 
facts, I was of opinion that the document should have mahomed 
been admitted, whatever might havf ])een tlie ease, had ifo^ussfm 
other objections been taken; but 1 added, that when 
deciding the second exception, I would consider tlie ^HuwFotiN 
document as not before the Court. Second excep- beoum. 
tion. — The allowance of this exception turned on the 
fact, whether the claimant, Mahomed Banher, \va^ the 
legitimate brother of Shasavar Jang Bahadoor, de- 
ceased; or, in other words, whether his mother the girl 
Baddee Beehec, alias Ameea, was the lawful wife of the 
Oomdat Ool Oonirah Bahadoor. To establish this 
fact, two old female witnesses, relatives of the Namah, 
deposed to the fact of a marriage having taken place 
as far back as 1800, if at all ; they gave no dates. 

There was no other witness to, or any other evidence 

of, the marriage, save the above direct testimony. 

% 

There was not any evidence, as is usual, and might 
have been expected in the case of a Nmvab^s marriage, 
such as the attendance of the (Jazee or some other 
Mahomedan officer, no fixing of the dowry, &c., while 
all the facts and circumstances which were beyond 
dispute since 1800, instead of supporting the fact of 
a marriage, tended most strongly to the opposite 
conclusion. It was proved on both sides that the 
alleged wife, Ameen Sahiha, was a poor girl, a protege 
and servant of Chatfore Begum, one of the wives of 
the Oomdut Ool Oomrah; that after the time of the 
supposed marriage she continued to live with her 
mistress, instead of having a separate house and 
establishment of her own, as all the other wives of 
the Natvah had. That on the birth of iier child (in 
1800 or 1801) he was given to Chatfore Begum; 
that on the death of the Nawah shortly after, in 1801, 
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when the list of his family was sent in to the Govern- 
ment by his successor for pensions, the name of this 
woman nowhere appeared, either in the list of wives 
or of other persons entitled to any payment (see Lord 
Clive's letter of October the 3rd, 1801, and the Nawab 
Ateen-ool-DoivIalCs answer of the 17th of October, 
1801). It was not proved that she either received any 
])ension or did any act claiming to be a wife from 1800 
down to the day of her death, about fifty years after- 
wards, but that she was dependent on what she could 
(tbtain from her son Mahomed Bauker. In support of 
the claimant’s case, it was also urged that his name 
appears in the Naivah*s list of the 3rd of October, 
1801, as a ‘liicka son’ of the late Naxvab. True 
it is that it does, but the letter of October 3rd, taken 
as it should be, together with the answer of the 17th 
of October, destroys rather than strengthens his case; 
for though in the first list of October 3rd, Mahomed 
Banker^ s name appears in the list of Nicka sons, the 
name of his mother nowhere appears either in the 
list of wives or elsewhere ; while in the list of October 
17th, he is described as the son of Chattore Begum, 
under whose seal the receipt for his and her pension is 
to be given, thus explaining how the Nawab came to 
insert his name in the first list as a ^ nicka son,’ viz., 
because he considered Chattore Begum, to be his 
mother. On weighing the whole of the above evi- 
dence I could not come to the conclusion that the 
claimant had established the marriage of his mother 
Ameen, or his owni legitimacy. The girl, Ameen 
Hahiba, I consider never was the wife of the Nawab, 
though the Nawab was probably the father of her 
illegitimate child ; that Chattore Begum not having 
any childi'en of her own, took to it soon after its 
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birth, a proceeding to which a hunable attendant would 
gladly consent, and would not object to his name 
being sent, in 1801, as a 'Niclia son’ of the Na- 
ivab, entitled to a pension ; while the improbability 
of the name of a wife of a Nawab not being returned 
in the list of the family in 1801, and of her remain- 
ing, during a long life, content with such exclusion 
and consequent loss of all pension, the equally great, 
if not greater, improbability of a Mahomedan wife 
giving up her only son (if legitimate) to another wife, — 
pressed so strongly on my mind as altogether to our- 
weigh the not very clear and wholly unsupported 
testimony of the two female witnesses to the marriage. 
In support also of the case of Mahomed Baither being 
a brother, some evidence was adduced before the 
Master of admissions by Maijroov Nisaa (the Defen- 
dant and infant Plaintiff’s mother) both in this and the 
MauhamaJi Court, though this class of evidence was 
not much, if at all, relied on, when the case was 
before the Court. I refer to it lest it should bo sup- 
posed that it had escaped my notice. Supposing, 
however, that such evidence could be made admissible 
against the infant Plaintiff, I do not think it was 
entitled to any weight under the circumstances of 
this case. The Defendant, Mayroon Nissa, a person 
of low origin, had only been married four or five 
years before the death of her husband, Shasavar Juny 
Bahadoor. She was, as is unfortunately too fre- 
quently the case in the East, immediately after the 
death of her husband surrounded by claimants, who, 
after disagreeing amongst themselves as to the division 
of the properly of the infant, commenced law suits, 
some as friends of the infant, some for administra- 
tion, &c. ; no less than two or three on the present 
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oooasion were so coniinenoed, one by the claimant 
himseif, Mahomed Baiilcer, in the Manhamah Court. 
The finding in this last C’ourt, T will only observe, is 
rested solely on the admissions of the claimants, none 
of whom had any claim except the widow, and on the 
fact of his name appearing in the first list of the 
Navah of 3rd of Octoher, 1801, as a 'Nlcha son;’ 
on the small weight this is entitled to when read with 
the second lettei- of 17th of October, 1801, T have 
already remarked.” 

From the Order allowing the exceptions the present 
appeal was brought. 

Ur. n. Palmer, Q. C., and Mr. W. IL Melvill, 
Por the Appellant. 

As the parties are Mahomedans, their rights are to 
be regulated by the Mahotnedan law. By that law, a 
marriage, in circumstances of reputation and ac- 
Imowledgment, like the present, will be presumed, 
and, consequently, the legitimacy of the Appellant, 
Fijaz AH Khan v. Mnsanmmant Fatima Khatoon (a), 
Ivhajah Hidaijut O.ollah v. Rai Jan Khanum (b), 
Jesn'nnt Sing-jee Uhbg Sing-jee v. Jet Sing-jee Ubhg 
Sing-jee (c), Mirza Qaim AH Beg v. Mnssummaiii 
llingun (d), Macnaghten “On Mahomedan law,” 
Introd. p. xxiv. and ch. vii. par. 33 ib. and pp. 132, 
376. Baillie, Mnh. law of Inh, 35. But, here the 
evidence of the witnesses to the marriage examined 
by the Appellant, two of whom were members of the 
family, satisfactorily establish both in law and in 
fact the Nicka marriage of Ameen Sahiba with Oom- 

(«) 1 Bon. Snd. Dow. Rop. 3.57. 

(6) .3 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 295. 

( 0 ) 3 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 245. 

{d) .3 Ben. Snd. Dew. Rep. 152. 
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dxit Ool Oomrah. Hearsay evidence is admissible by 
the Mahomedaii law, if there be no formal proof 
of the marriage, Macna(/hien “On Mahomedan law/’ 
Introd. p. xxiii. and ch. xii. par. 14, p. 77. At all 
events, we submit, that the evidence, after so long a 
lapse of time, was sufficient to raise a legal presump- 
tion in favour of the marriage and of the legitimacy 
of the Appellant, which presumption, w(‘ submit, 
has not been rebutted. The rule in such a case is, 
Semper praesumitur pro matrimonioy which is admitted 
in English Courts, Piers v. Piers (u). It is shown 
that the Appellant was acknowledged and treated by 
Oomdnf Ool Oomrah as his legitimate son, and that lie 
was recognized as such by tlie family, and by the 
Government of Madras. The statement that Ameen 
Sahiha was a slave is unfounded in fact. 

Sir Hugh Cairxxs, Q.C., and i^Ir. Ayrfoa, for the 
Respondent. 

There are no circumstances in this case to raise the 
presumption of legitimacy contended for. The autho- 
rities relied upon by the Ai^pellant’s Counsel in sup 
port of their propositions do not apply. Here there 
is no satisfactory evidence that the Appellants’ mother 
was the Nicka ^vife of Oomdiit Ool Oomrah^ or of any 
acknowledgment by him, that the Appellant was his 
child; on the contrary, the Respondent’s evidence 
establishes the fact, that he was adopted by Chatfore 
Begum, one of the Nicka wives of the Nawah, she 
being childless, and was the son of Ameen Sahiha, a 
protege, or dependant, living with her. The Master 
improperly rejected the letter dated the 7th of Oc- 
tober, 1820, which was a statement of a deceased 
member of the intestate’s family respecting his pedi- 
gree and, therefore, relevant to the inquiry. 
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(a) 2 H. L. Cases, 331. 
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Their Lordships’ judj?inent was delivered by 
The Lord Justice Kxight Bruce. 

The question in the present appeal from the Su- 
preme Court of Judicature at Madras^ between 
^lahoniedans, is, whether upon the evidence in the 
case, the Appellant ought to be considered as the 
lawful brother of Shasarar Jiinr/ Bahadoor, that is to 
say, the lawful son of Oomduf Ool Oornrah^ a Alaho- 
niedan, formerly Kauah of the Carnafic, the Father 
of Shasarar Jion/ Bahadoor, who having survived 
Oowdnf Ool Oooirah for more than half a century 
died at iSladras in the year 1856. 

The point arose in a suit, in the Court already 
mentioned, for administering’ the estate of Shasavar 
Juvg Bahadoor, the decree in which, dated the 9th 
of Fchruary, 1858, directed, among other things, a 
refei’ence to the Master of the Court, to inquire and 
report whether the Appellant was a brother of Shasa- 
rar Jung Bahadoor, and directed that for that pur- 
pose the Appellant (not a party to the cause) should 
))e at liberty to go before the Master. 

The Appellant, availing himself of this permission, 
caiiied in a state of facts and charge before the 
Master, which is in these terms:— “ That the Master 
lie directed to inquire and report to the Court 
whether the said Mahomed Bauher Hoossain Khan 
Bahadoor is a brother of Shasavar Jung Bahadoor, 
the intestate in the pleadings of this cause named. 
That Shasavar Jung Bahadoor, the said intestate, was 
the son of Oomdut Ool Oomrah Bahadoor, Nawah of 
the Carnatic, now deceased. That the said Oomdnt 
Ool Oomrah Bahadoor, Nawah of the Carnatic, the 
father of the said Shasavar Jung Bahadoor, deceased^ 
was, some three or four years prior to his death, on or 
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about the month of December, married, in the form 
usual aiuoii|^st the Mahomedans for performing nicka 
marriages to one Atneen Saliiba, alias Buddee Bcehce. 
That the said Mahomed Banker HooSiyain Khan Baha- 
door was tlie only issue of the said marriage, and 
was the sou of the said Oomdut Got Oomrah Baha- 
door, Naivab of tlie Carnatic, by his nicka wife, the 
said Anieen Bahiha, alias Buddee Beebce, and was born 
on the 10th of June, 1800, and is, therefore, the 
brother of the said Shasavar Junr/ Bahadoor, de- 
ceased. That the said Mahomed Banker Roossain 
Khan Bahadoor has, from the date of his birth up to 
the present time, been acknowledged, treated, and 
received by the (iovernor in Council in Madras, by 
the Nawahs of the Carnatic, Ids relations, and by the 
late Shasavar J%iug Bahadoor, deceased, in his life, 
and by his relations and friends, as the son of the 
said Oomdut Ool Oomrah Bahadoor, Kaivab of the 
Carnatic, and as the brother of the said Shasavar 
Jung Bahadoor, deceased. That the said Mahomed 
Banker Roossain Khan Bahadoor, and Shasavar Jung 
Bahadoor, deceased, were, on the death of their 
father, the said Oomdut Ool Oomrah Bahadoor, 
Naivab of the Carnatic, on the rei^resentation of the 
family of the said Oomdut Ool Oomrah Bahadoor, 
the Naivah of the Caniaiiv, on tlie 2yth of September, 
1801, acknowledged by Lord Clive, tJien Governor of 
Madras, to be tlie sons of the said Oomdut Out 
Oomrah Bahadoor, the Nauab of the Carnatic; and 
a pension of Rs. 10,000, was granted to each of them, 
the said Shasavar Jung Bahadoor, deceased, and the 
said Mahomed Banker Roossain Khan Bahadoor, as 
the nicka sons of the said Oomdut Ool Oomrah 
Bahadoor, the Nauab of the Carnatic, deceased, whicli 
peueiou has since been and still is paid to the said 
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Muhomed Bauhet Hootoyahi Khan Buhadoor. That t^ie 
isaid Maiwntcd Banker Huoi^saiii Khan Bahadoor has 
admitted hy the Dei’endants, Ma^roon Nissa Be- 
fjnni and Madar Ool Oomrah Bahadoor, to be the brother 
oi' the said Bhasarar Juny Bahadoor, tlie former by her 
Counsel and tToetor on the hearing of the J^cclesias- 
tieal suit in the ►Supreme Court, in wliich her right as 
widow oi‘ the said Shasavar Jung Bahadoor, deceased, 
was established and declared, and by the said Madar 
Ool Oomrah Bahadoor, in the late Naivah^s Matthamali 
Court, and in certain writings under his hand.” 

The claim was opposed on behalf of the Eespoii- 
deiit, the daughter and oidy child of Shasavar Jung 
Bahadoor, and evidence was adduced on each side 
in support of it and against it. Upon the whole of 
the evidence, the Master reported in the Appellant’s 
favour, finding that the Appellant was the son of 
Oonidnt Ool Oomrah, by “his nicka wife” Ameen 
bahiha, and was the brother of Shasavar Jung Baha- 
door. But exceptions to the Master’s report were 
taken by the Respondent, and, upon argument, de- 
cided in her favour by the Supreme Court; a decision 
that produced the appeal now before tlieir Lordships, 
and which was argued here fully and very well. 


The exceptions are thus: — “ First exception. — ^For 
lliat the said Master hath, in and by the said separate 
report, lejectcd the Fxhibit C (u), mentioned and set 


(«) Exhibit C.— Deposed to by P. NidhUombi/ Moody. “From 
his Highness the Naiaib A:Km Juh, dated 7tli October, 1820. Ou 
the 15th Septemher died Chatoor Begtm (Nicka wife of the late 
Nawab Oomdul Ool Oomra), who received from tlie honourable 
company a stipend of rupees 416 10 5|8. Her stipend, and that of 
Mahomed Banker Hoossaiu Aluni, son l)y a eonciihiiie of the late 
Naicab, Imve Ihjcii paid on one receipt, and now tlie stipend of 
Mahomed Banker Hoossain Khan, amounting to rupees 833 5 1|4, will be 
payable on lus separate receipt. I state this for your information, 
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forth ill his said roport, aiul offered as evideiiee on 
behalf of the J^Iaiutiff, in support of her state of faets 
and charge left in this cause ou the 23rd of AprH^ 
1858; whereas the said ;^Lastel' ought not to have 
rejected such Exhibit C, but ought to have admitted it 
as evidence for the said Plaintiff. Second exception. 
— For that the said Master hath, in and by the said 
separate report, found that Mahomed Banker Hooaaaiit 
Khan Bahadoor is the brother of Shasavar Jnnrj Baha- 
door, the intestate, in the pleadings of this cause 
named ; whereas the said Master ought to have found 
that the said Mahomed Banker Hoossain Khan Bahadoor 
is not the brother of the said Shanavar Jun(/ Bahadoor, 
deceased. Wherefore the said Plaintiff dotli except to 
the said ^Master’s separate report, and appeals there- 
from to the judgment of this Honourable Court.’* 
And the Order allowing these exceptions is in these 
terms:— “The inattei' upon the exceptions taken by 
the Plaintiff to the separate report of Charle.'i Martht 
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Teed, Esquire, the Master of this Honourable Court, 
dated the 10th of June last, made in pursuance of the 
decree made ou the hearing of this cause, and bearing 
date the 9th of February last, coming on to be argued 
this present day before the Honourable the Supreme 
Court of Judicature at Madras, in the presence of 
Counsel on behalf of the said Plaintiff and Mahomed 
Banker Hoossain Khan Bahadoor; and the said exee^j- 


tions and reijort being opened, upon debate of the 
matter, and hearing what was alleged by the Counsel 
on both sides; this court doth Order that the said 
exceptions be allowed, with costs of the proceedings 
had before the .said Master, and of this application and 
Order.” 


In the \dew that their Lordships lake of the matter, 
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the first exception is imimporlant ; for, whether the 
document to which it relates be considered or not con- 
sidered as part of the evidence, the conclusion as to 
the question of legitimacy must, according to their 
Lordships’ opinion, be the same; and with regard to 
that question, their Lordships find it to be, if not 
established, at least highly probable, that the Appel- 
lant, who seems now to be between fifty-eight and 
sixty-two years of age, was born in the house of 
Chattore Begum, a Nicka wife of Oomdut Ool Oomrah, 
and it appears to be clear that he (the Appellant) is the 
son of a woman who was a protege, or dependant, if 
not a servant, of that lady. She seems to have brought 
up the Appellant's mother, Ameen Sahiha, mentioned 
in the report, and to have taken an interest in her. It 
appears likely that Ameen Bcihiba, from a time preced- 
ing her adolescence until the death of Chattore, had 
no other home than the residence of Chattore, and 
that Oomdut Ool Oomrah, whether legitimately or ille- 
gitimately, was tlie father of the Appellant, and so, 
from the time of his birth, reputed generally to be; 
their Lordships, by using the term “reputed gene- 
rally,” not, however, meaning to affirm or deny that 
there ever was any acknowledgment of the paternity 
by Oomdut Ool Oomrah. He {Oomdut Ool Oomrah) 
died before the year 1802, and was survived for several 
y(?ars by Chattore. She was survived for several years 
by Ameen Bahiha, and since the death of Ameen Bahiha 
some years have elapsed. 


More tlian once in the proceedings before us, Ameen 
Bahiba is described as a slave. Their Lordships, how- 
ever, believe, and it has been, by the Counsel on each 
side, at the bar, expressly and distinctly admitted, that 
she was not so. Their Lordships, accordingly, for 
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every purpose ol* the present litigation, assume that 
Atne.eii iSahiba, during her whole lii'e, was free. 

Chaitorc Begums who seems not to have had any child 
of her own, appears to liave adopted the Appellant from 
the time of his eaidy childhood, if not from the time 
of his birth, and thenceforth during the whole of her 
life to have treated him as her son ; and lioth the 
Appellant and his mother lived continually, as it seems, 
with Chattore until her deatli — tin* Appellant from Ins 
birth. Ids mother from a time pr(*ceding that (went, 
'fhe Appellant’s examination in support of his state 
of facts contains but an indistinct and indirect, if it 
contains any, allegation that his mother was tlie wife 
of Oomdnt Ool Ooinrah. 
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Proceeding on the basis of these remarks, their 
Lordsliips deem it necessary or convenient now to 
divide the evidence into two portions: the first con- 
sisting of the testimony of two widow ladies, named 
tShurfooib Nltisa Bcguui, and Fakroott Niasa Begimi, 
and the second consisting of all the rest of tlie evi- 
dence; and to consider tin* second portion previously 
to considering tlie first; and, in considering the 
second portion, to deal with it as if the first were not 
existing. So viewing tlie evidence, their Lordships 
are of opinion that what has just been described as 
the second portion of it is insufficient to support 
the Appellant’s contention that lie is the legitimate 
or legitimated, son of Oomdut Ool Oomrah. By the 
second portion of the evidence it is not shown that 
there was at any time a ceremony of marriage be- 
tween him and Ameen Sahiba, or that she at any time 
claimed or professed, or represented herself to be his 
wife or widow, or was at any time acknowledged by 
him as his wife, or was hv the fiovernment or other- 

7 • 
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wise at any time recognized or treated as his wife or 
widow. Though live other ladies, as his widows, had 
allowances from the (jrovenuuent, slie liad none. 

The case, too, thus regarded, tliere is no proof that 
Oomdut Ool Oomrah at any time treated, recognized, 
or acknowledged the Appellant as his son, and it does 
not (we think) help the Appcdlanl that, soon after his 
alleged father’s death, the Appellant, as a member of 
Oomdut Ool Oomrah^s family, had a pension from the 
Government, which the Appellant still enjoys, and 
which there seems to their Lordships to be no reason 
in point of justice, fairness, or propriety, why he 
should not continue to enjoy. That pension was, 
with the assent and concurrence of tlie family of 
Oomdut Ool Oomrah, certainly allotted to the Appel- 
lant, then a minor, in very early childhood, as a son 
of Oomdut Ool Oouirah, l)ut also as the son of Chat- 
tore, which, by adoption, though by adoption alone, 
as already mentioned, the Appellant was: nor can he, 
in our opinion, be taken to have had, or to be enjoying, 
any Government pension or Government allowance 
whatever, in the character of a son of Ameen Sahiba. 
It was for the pecuniary interest of Chattore, with 
whom the mother and the son were living, to repre- 
sent the Appellant as Chattore*s son, and if Ameen 
Sahiba was not a widow of Oomdut Ool Oomrah, it 
was for her interest also, and that of the Appellant, 
that he should not be represented as her son. 
Their Lordships are of opinion, that unless the testi- 
mony forming what tlieir Lordships term the first 
portion of the evidence ought to be deemed credible 
and of some weight, the Appellant’s claim fails. Is, 
then, Shurfoon Nissa Begum, or Fakroon Nissa Begum, 
a credible witness? They have deposed thus: — 



ON APPEAL PPOM THE EAST INDIES. 


155 


Shurfoon Nissa Begum., a widow, residing at No. 
25, in Amyapah Moodelly Street, at Uoyapettah, de- 
posed: “I know Mahomed Bauher Hoossaiu Khan. 
i knew his mother and his fadier, who was my 
brother. There was a girl inside the house; he 
married her by Nicka. The Nabob Oomdut Ool 
Oomrah married by Nicka, Ameen Sahiba. Some 
time after the Nicka marriage Banker Hoossain was 
born. Immediately on the birth of the child he was 
given in adojjtion to Chattore Begum. I was present 
at the Nicka. The Nicka was read outside. The 
people came in, tied a Lutcha, and put a nose orna- 
ment. The Lutcha was tied on Ameen Sahiba, and 
the nose ornament was put on her ; I cannot say who 
by, there were so many persons present. I do not 
know if any of the people are alive except us two. 
After the Nicka ceremony, OomdxU Ool Oomrah and 
Ameen Sahiba lived as husband and wife. After 
Banker Hoossain Khan's birth Ameen Sahiba was in 
the Chattore Begum's house. Banker Hoossain Khan 
has been treated by myself as my brother’s son, as 
my nephew. I knew Shasavar Jung; he was the son 
of my brother, Oomdut Ool Oomrah. Shasavar Jung's 
mother was Koolsoon Begum, who brought him up, and 
Banker Hoossain was brought up by Chattore Begum." 
Cross-examined by Mr. Wilkins. — Ameen Sahiba 
was a child of a poor man; I do not Imow his name. 
Ameen Sahiba was not a slave girl in the family; she 
was the child of a poor nobleman, who, being unable 
to support his child, he gave the child to be supported 
by Chattore Begum. I know this because we were 
in the habit of going to Chattore Begum's house, 
and she in the habit of coming to us. Upon asking 
Chattore Begum, she said it was a poor nobleman's 
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C'liild, and I bring her up; she did not say who the 
poor nol)leinan was, and we did not ask. 1 was 
present when the Nieka took place, i was not in 
tlie JJetvdiiah Kkanah v/hen the Nickd was read and 
took place, i was among the assembly of the fe- 
males. Ameeu Sahiba died lately, about seven or 
eight years ago." Re-examined by Air. Ritchie . — 
“Hnu'C/i Sahiba lived in Chaltoye Begum's house up 
to the time of her death." 


Then Fakroou Nissa BegiDu, is examined. She 
d(‘posed as follows: “1 know Mahomed Banker 
lloossain Khan Bahadoor. 1 knew his mother; she 
was called Ameen Sahiba, but commonly known by 
the name of Buddee Beebee; she married Oomdiit 
Ool Oomrah l)y a Nicka ceremony. Oomdut Ool 
Oomrah was my brother. I was present at the cere- 
Jiiony. ^This was many yeais ago. it took place in 
the Chepauk garden. 1 cannot say when Mahomed 
Banker Hoossain Khan Bahadoor was born, but he 
was about a year or a year and a quarter old when 
his father died, I knew the late Shasavar Jwig 
Bahadoor; he was my nephew; he was the step- 
brother of Mahomed Banker; when they were young 
they were received as brothers and played together; 
when they- grew up they remained separate. Mahomed 
Banker was brought up by Chattore Begum, who 
was the mother of Shasavar Jung. Mahomed Banker 
was born after the Nicka marriage of Ameen Sahiba. 
Oo7ndut Ool Oomrah used to call the child to him, 
see it and caress it, and treated him as he did Sha- 
savar Jmig. Mahomed Banker has been received by 
myself and other members of Oomdut Ool OomraKs 
family as his son.” Cross-examined by Mr. Wilkins. 
— “I am 7i) years old. Ameen Sahiba was the 
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daughtei ot a poor woman, who was not a slavo ^ii‘l ; 
I do not know wlio the father of Anieen Sahiha was. 
1 do not know if the Cazee was present at the time 
of the Nicka marriage. The ceremony took place 
outside, and the ladies were all collected inside of 
the house on occasion of tJie ceremony. T was in 
the assembly. I saw the I^icka was read; it was 
read in the Dewan Khanah; afterwards the people 
came where the ladies were, and congratulated each 
other. T was not present in the Dewan Khanah 
when the Nicka ceremony was read. After this 
was read outside, the people came in where the 
ladies, were, and tied the Lutcha and put the Nuttoo. 
The Nuttoo was put in the nose of Ameeu Sahiha; T 
do not recollect who did this. The Lutcha was tied 
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on the neck of Ameeu Sahiha; I do not recollect who 
tied the Lutcha. Before her marriage Ameen Sahiha 
was a Mussulman’s child, a poor man’s (-hild; and 
was brought up in the house of Chattore 
Ameen Sahiha is dead; she lived many years after 
Mahomed Banker’s birth. \ do not know anything 
more of tlie Nicka than 1 have said. I know nothing 
about tlie dowry.” Re-examined by Mr. Ritchie . — 
did not heai’ tlie Nicka read. Ameeu Sahiha was 
inside the Z-enauah with the females during the wlioie 
of the marriage ceremony. Ameen Sahiha was of a 
marriageable age at the time of the ceremony. After 
the ceremony Ameen Sahiha lived in the liouse of 
Chattore Befjtim. Chattore Begum was the wife of 
Oomdut Ool Oomrah.” 


Whatever may have induced the ladies to give this 
testimony, their Lordships find themselves unable to 
credit it. They think it very highly improbable that 
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if a ceremony of marriage between Oomdut Ool Oom~ 
rah and the Appellant’s mother of any such kind as 
that stated, or of any kind, had taken place with such 
a degree of publicity as that alleged by the two ladies, 
or with anything like it, the fact would not have been 
proved also by some other witnesses or witness, not- 
witlistanding the lapse of time. Nor do their Lord- 
ships believe that Chattore or Ameen Sahiba would so 
liave conducted herself, or so acted, as they respec- 
tively appear to have done, if there had been any 
such marriage. The conduct of both is so strongly 
opposed to the notion of a marriage between the 
protcf/e, dependant, or servant, and the husband of 
Ihe protectress, patroness, or mistress, as to render 
it impossible for their Lordships to think that such 
a marriage took place, upon the foundation merely of 
the evidence before them. AVhy had not Ameen 
Sahiba, why did she not claim, a house or establish- 
ment of her own? AVhy did she continue in that of 
Chattorel Why not have, why not claim, an allow- 
ance from the Govei’iiincnt ? Why concede, as she 
seems to have conceded, her son to Chattore.^ AXTiy 
rest contented or discontented in the humble and 
<Iependont, and almost, if not altogether, ignoininioiis 
position in which she remained, when hve wives of 
the Prince (her husband as now alleged) had esta- 
blishments and allowances agreeing with his rank? 
riieir Lordships think that not a single portion of 
the evidence of either of those two ladies can be 
trusted; and if that is so, there is (it cannot be 
necessary to repeat) no proof that Ameen Sahiba was 
ever married, nor proof that she ever represented 
herself as a married woman, or as a wdow, nor proof 
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of any acknowledgment on the part of the alleged 
father by word or deed, by language or conduct, that 
he was her husband, or the father of her son. 

Their Lordships, therefore, hold that the judg- 
ment under appeal is right, unless as to costs. But 
in arriving at this conclusion, they wish to be dis- 
tinctly understood as not denying or questioning the 
position that, according to the Mahometan law, the 
law which regulates the rights of the parties before 
us, the legitimacy or legitimation of a child of Ma- 
homedan parents may properly be presumed or in- 
ferred from circumstances ^^dthout proof, or at least 
without any direct proof, either of a marriage be- 
tAveen the parents, or of any formal act of legiti- 
mation. 
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Here there is, in their Lordships’ judgment, an 
absence of circumstances sufficient to found or justify 
such a presumption or such an inference. 

With regard to costs, however, their Lordships do 
not impute to the Appellant either Avilful or corrupt 
perjury, or subornation of perjury ; and, therefore, 
not merely from the Master’s opinion, but from the 
circumstances of the case also, they consider the Ap- 
pellant’s claim, though untenable, so excusable that 
they will humbly recommend to Her Majesty., that 
the Appellant should not be subjected to any costs 
(except his oavu) of the proceedings before the 
Master, or of those before the Supreme Court ; that 
the Order before them should so far, and only so far, 
be varied ; and that there should be no costs of the 
present appeal. 
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Ranjse Bikjobl’ttee and others - - - AppellaniSy 

AND 

Pektaub Sing, Edward Augustus 
Baboonan, and The Government 

On appeal from the Sudder Betoanny Adawhd at 

Calcutta. 


Respondefits.* 


Practice — Privi/ Cou/icil — Dismi.-isal of opitrnl for default — Pcttioralion 
— GroumlH for — Minority of aypcllanta if a sufficient yroutid — Sfcurity for 
costs — Effect of dismissal of appeal on. 

Appeal dismissed for want of iiroseeutioji, under Rule V. of the Order 
in Council of the 13th of June, ISGS, restored, under eireuinsfances show- 
ing that the interest of infants was inateriall.v affected ; but upon condi- 
tion, that the appeal sliould be prosecuted within a given time. 

Tlie security entered into in tbe Sudder Court for the costs of appeal to 
Enf/Iand is vacated by the dismissal consequent upon non-prosecution of the 
appeal within the prescribed time. 

Wlien an appeal is restored fresh security wiU be required to be dc- 
jiosited in England. 

This was an application to x’estore an appeal which 
stood dismissed in consequence of no etfective steps 
having been taken to prosecute the appeal as required 
by Rule V. of the Order in Council of the 13th of 
June, 1853 (a). 

The petition set forth, that the decree of the Sudder 
Dewanny Adaivlut, at Calcutta, appealed from, was 
made on the 13th of August, 1855 ; that the tran- 
script was forwarded to the Registrar of the Privy 

•present: Mevibers of the Judicial Committee, — The Right Hon. 
The Lord Justice Kniglit Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, 
the Right Hon. The Lord Justice Tunier, and the Right Hon. Sir 
John Taylor Coleridge. 

Assessors, — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir Jame.s W. Colvile. 

(rt) See Order in Council, 5 !Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, App. p. ix. 
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Ooimcil, on the 8th of March, 1859, and registered. 
That no steps having been taken in England to pro- 
secute the appeal, and six months having* elapsed 
from the lodging* of tlie transcript record, the appeal 
Avas under Rule V. of Her Majesty’s Order in Council 
of the 13th of June, 1853, dismissed Avithont further 
order. The petition then stated, that the neglect to 
prosecute the appeal arose from the delay in the 
execution of a poAver of attorney by the A^jpellants to 
prosecute the same. That tlie Appellants represented 
the interest of infants, and having regard to the mag- 
nitude of the sum at stake, and the desire to prosecute 
the appeal, it Avas submitted, that tlie Appellants, or 
their attorneys, had not been guilty of any A\ilful 
negligence or delay, and the petition further stated that 
the Appellants Avere pi'cpared to prosecute the appeal in 
due course. An affidaA'it by one of the attorneys en- 
gaged in the case in Jndia confirmed the statements 
in the petition as to the delay in the execution of the 
])OAVGr of attorney being occasioned by the death of 
his partner Avho had the conduct of the appeal. 

Mr. Q.C., in support of the petition. 

Mr. Leith, oppo.sed. 

The Lord Justice Knight Bhuce: 

The decision jiroposed to be brought under appeal 
Avas ripe for hearing in the year 1856, if not in the 
year 1855, and the delay, in A^arious ways, has been so 
considerable that, notAAothstanding the state of India, 
especially that part of India Avhere this matter arises, 
in and since the year 1857, it is probable, to say the 
least, that if Bahoonan^s personal interests had been 
alone concerned in this matter, the application noAv 
made Avould have been wholly unsuccessful. Their 
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Lorclship.s, however, cannot but give some degree of 
consideration to the circumstance that there are infants 
concerned whoso interests were confided to him. Now, 
their Lordships do not mean to go the length of say- 
ing, that where infants are concerned any degree of 
delay may be considered justifiable, or excusable, or 
such as may be passed over ; as there may be cir- 
cumstances so strong as even to prevent infancy 
from being an apology or an excuse. Their Lord- 
ships, however, after much consideration, do not 
view the present case in that light, and considering 
the apology, or excuse of infancy, and considering 
the manner in which the interests of minors are 
involved, and the state in which the part of India 
from whence the case comes was, in and after the 
year 1857, they are of opinion, that on certain terms 
this application may be acceded to. 

The Applicants, their Lordships think, must pay 
the costs of the present application. The Appli- 
cants, their Lordships also think, must find security 
to the amount of £600, to be made on or before the 
1st of December next, and must undertake to have 
the appeal set down so as to be in their Lordships’ 
list for hearing at the sittings after Hilary term 
next. 

!Mr. Holt , — That will enable us to communicate 
to the parties in India, 

The Lord .Justice Knight Bruce . — One of their 
liordships’ reasons in thus deciding has been, that 
the security given in India is gone by the dismissal 
of the appeal. Security was given to the amount 
of Es. 4,000, in India ; that is gone: therefore, if that 
money was deposited, you would be able to get it 
back. 
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Mr. Holt. I was not aware that it would have 
actually gone by the dismissal of the appeal. 

The Lord Justice Knight Bruce . — We fix the 
amount of £600, on the hypothesis that that security 
is gone, and that you will obtain it back. 

Mr. Rolt . — If the security stands, it would be 
£200, in addition: that would answer your Lordships’ 
purpose. 

The Lord Justice Knight Bruce. — That, I suppose, 
would be so, if that security stands ; but we do not 
think it can stand. 

The Lord Justice Turner . — I do not see how it can 
stand. 

The Lord Justice Knight Bruce.—The autliorities 
in India will be informed that we proceed upon the 

hypothesis that you will be entitled to have the secu- 
rity-money back. 

By an Order in Council, it was ordered that the 
appeal from the S^idder Dewanng Adawlut, of the 19th 
of August, 1855, should be restored, and that leave 
should be granted to the Appellants to enter and pro- 
secute the same, upon condition that the sum of £600, 
sterling, be lodged by the Appellants, or their agents, 
in the Registry of the Priv’y Council, as security for 
the costs of the Respondents, to stand and abide 
the determination or Order of Her Majesty upon the 
appeal, on or before the 1st of December next ; and 
likewise upon condition of the Appellants under- 
taking to set down the appeal for hearing at the sittings 
of Judicial Committee, after Hilary term, 1861, and 
that, upon failure of these conditions, the appeal should 
stand dismissed, at the sittings after Hilary term, 1861, 
with costs, to be paid by the Appellants. 

The Appellant not having complied with the above 
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conditions, either by depositing the security, or pro- 
secuting- the appeal within the prescribed time, the 
appeal was dismissed. 


Maharajah Suttekschunder Roy - Appellant, 

AND 

Guneschunder and others .... Respondents* 

On Petition from the Sudcler Deivanny Admvlut at 

Calcutta. 

Pi il l/ Council — Apiu ul — Valuotioa. 

Priuciplos upon wliieh tin* f'ourts in Iiidin arc to ostiinate the ajipealable 
value, Rs. J(J,000. picsoibecl bv the Order in C'ouufil of the 10th of April, 
1838. 

By a decree of the SudAcr Court the principal sum decreed was under 
Rs. 10,000 : hut the Court also decreed interest. Held, that in calculating 
the appealable value, interest was to Ije added to the principal. 

This petition was for special leave to appeal. By 
— ^ the final decree of the Sudder Court, that Court 

awarded the Plaintiff the sum of Rs. 5,041, with in- 
terest. The Petitioner submitted, that if the interest 

« % 

awarded on the principal sum by such decree was cal- 
culated at the Court rate of interest, namely, 12 per 
cent, per annum, and such interest added to the prin- 
cipal, the aggregate amount of principal and interest 
Avoiild, without costs, amount to a sum considerably 
beyond Rs. 10,000, the prescribed appealable amount. 
The petition was heard ex parte. 

Mr. Leith appeared for the Petitioner. 

As the same point was, in substance, involved in 

* Prcseiil : MnnUrra of the Judicin} Committee, — Tho Right Hon. 
Tlu‘ Lord Ju!<tice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, 
the Right Hon. The Lord Justice Turner, and the Right Hon. Sir 
John Taylor Coleridge. 

Assessors, — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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the two next petitions, a joint judgment was given by 
their Lords.hips in the tlivce petitions. See judgment, 
postj p. 167. 
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Appellant, 


AND 

Maharajah Sutteeschunder Roy - - Respondent.* 

On Petition from the Sadder Dewannt/ Adawlnt at 

Calcutta, 


Privy Council — Jppral — Vahtalion. 

All estate, the auhjoct of the suit, was charged with a fixed amiiial quit- 
rent of Rs. 64, which the Sudder Court decreed with n declaration of tlio 
right of the Plaintiff to an enhanced rent of Rs. 822. 13a. Held, that the 
value ot the subject-matter in suit, in the circumstances, ought to be esti- 
mated as amounting to Rs. 10,000, and. njjon S|)ecial petition, leave to 
appeal granted. 


In this petition the application was for special ,^ti, 
leave to appeal. The petition alleged that the 
Petitioner’s husband and his ancestors had been in 
possession of land in the Zlllah Nitddea. and held 
the same as a lierilable tenure, at a fixed quit-rent 
of Rs. 64. 12a., from the successive Zemindars of 
Pergunnahj Ookrah, in which the lands in question 
were included. That in a suit brought in the 
Zillah Court at Nuddea, for the purpose of obtaining 
a decree for enhancement of the rent, the Principal 
Sudder Ameen decreed that the Petitioner was liable 
to pay the sum of Rs. 822. 13a. as au enhanced rent. 
That, as the matter was under Rs. 5,000, the Sudder 
Dewemny Adawlui refused to admit a special appeal. 

That the effect of the decree was, that the Petitioner 

•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee, — The Right Hon. 

The I^rd Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, 
the Right Hon. The Lord .Justice Turner, and the Right Hon. Sir 
John Taylor Coleridge. 

Aaeesaors, — The Right Hon. Sir L.nwrence Pee!, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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SkEEMUTTY lieu of tliG quit-reiit of Bs. 64. 12a., which enhanced 
suRNo- would necessarily exceed the sum of Bs. 10,000, 

MOYEE submitted, that the whole value of the 
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mahakajah lands in dispute came within the meaning of “ value 

SUTTEES- ^ ^ 

CHUNDEK of the matter in dispute in the Order in Council, 
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of the 10th of April, 1838. 


This petition was heard ex parte, 
Mr. Leith, for the Petitioners. 
See judgment, post, p. 167. 


GoouoorEusAi) Kuoond _ _ _ - . Appellant, 

AND 

JuGGUTCHUNDER and another - - - - Respondents* 

On Petition from the Sudder Bewanny Adawlnt, 

Calcutta. 


Ptivif Council — /ippral — I’nh/rtUon. ^ 

Mode of estimating the appealaijlc value. Interest given by decree to bo 
added to the principal. 

Whether interest subsequent to the date of the decree can be added, is a 
question for the discretion of the Judicial Committee. 

i..;thjune, PETITION foF spccial Icavc to appeal. By the 

final decree of the Svdder Court, the Petitioner was 
decreed to pay Bs. 5,000, -with interest. The petition 
alleged, that if the interest awarded on the principal 
moneys was calculated at the Court rate, namely, 

•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right Hon. 
The Lord Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, 
the Right Hon. The Lord Justice Turner, and the Right Hon. Sir 
John Taylor Coleridge. 

— The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
lion. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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12 per cent, per annum, from the time it became due, 
and the amount added to the principal, the aggTegate 
amount, wnthout costs, Avould amount to a sum beyond 
Rs. 10,000. 

Mr. Leith^ in support of the petition. 

Judgment in this and the (wo preceding i^etitions 
was delivered bv 

The Lord Justice Turneh : 

The question in oacli of Ihese throe petitions is, 
whether leave should be given to appeal from the 
Sudder Court to Her Majesty in Council. 

In none of the petitions has there been any appli- 
cation to the Sudder Court for such leave. The reason 
of there having been no such application to the Sud- 
der Court, in two at least of the cases, is stated to 
have been, that the Sudder Court has proceeded upon 
a certain rule as to cases in which leave would be 
given to appeal, and that, according to the rule on 
which they have proceeded, leave would not have 
been given in those two particular cases. 

It is not very clear to their Lordships on what 
particular grounds the Sudder Courts have proceeded 
with reference to giving or refusing leave to appeal. 
But their Lordships feel no doubt upon what grounds 
the Sudder Court ought to proceed in such cases. 
It is quite clear, in their Lordships' judgment, that 
the matter must be regulated by the Order in Council 
of the 10th of April, 1838, and by that Order the 
Sudder Courts are not to give leave to appeal unless 
the petition be presented within the time limited by the 
Order, and unless the value of the matter in dispute 
in such appeal shall amount to the sum of Rs. 10,000, 
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khoond within the prescribed period, and the value of the 
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. matter in dispute in the appeal amounts to the 

JUGGUT- * ^ ^ 

CHuNiiER. Specified sum of Rs. 10,000. 

Now, where the appeal is from the whole decree, 
and the decree has given an amount, including inte- 
rest up to the date of the decree, which exceeds 
Rs. 10,000, it is clear, that the matter which is in 
dispute in the appeal must exceed the sum of 
Rs. 10,000 ; for the question to be tried upon the 
appeal must be whether the decree is or is not 
right, that is to say, whether the decree has or has 
not properly ordered payment of a sum exceeding 
Rs. 10,000. 'Where, therefore, at the date of the 
judgment the sum which is recoverable under the 
decree of the Sudder Court is an amount exceeding 
Rs. 10,000, there, in their Lordships’ judgment, the 
ca.se clearly falls within the terms of the Order in 
rouneil. 

That in their Lordships’ understanding, disposes 
of tlie first and third of these petitions. 

The second petition is somewhat different in its 
circumstances. It appears to be a case in which'the 
party applying for leave to appeal claims to be entitled 
to an estate, subject only, as he contends, to the pay- 
ment of a fixed annual rent of Rs. 64 ; but the 
Plaintitf in the suit, who is in possession of the 
judgment of the Court below, and would be the 
Respondent upon the appeal, claims the right to set 
upon the estate any rate which he may think fit. 
In this case it appears to their Lordships, either 
that the value in dispute in the appeal- must be 
considered to be Rs. 10,000, within the meaning of 
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the Order in Council, or if not that it must be 
within the discretion of their Lordships, whether 
leave to appeal should or should not be given. 
Taking the case to be within the meaning of the 
Order in Council, it is clear that the value of the 
matter in dispute will exceed the sum of Rs. 10,000 ; 
for, of course, an estate held at a quit-rent of Rs. 64, 
must be increased in value to an amount far exceed- 
ing Rs. 10,000, if it be chargeable with a rent of 
Rs. 822, the amount of the enhanced rent given b}'^ 
the decree. Their Lordships, however, do not think 
it necessary to decide whether the case fails within 
the meaning of the Order in Council or not. They 
think that, whether it falls within the Order in 
Council, or within their discretion, the leave to appeal 
ought to be given. 

4 

Their Lordships have thus stated the reasons on 
which they have proceeded in these three cases, be- 
cause they consider it of importance that the Sudder 
■ Courts should understand the rules which ought to be 
proceeded on in giving leave to appeal, as a contrary 
practice on their part drives parties into this Court to 
obtain the leave. They desire, therefore, that the 
rules which have been mentioned should be observed, 
and are of opinion, that in all these three cases leave 
should be given to appeal, and that in each case 
security should be given to the amount of £300. 
Their Lordships must not, of course, be understood 
to intimate that the Sudder Courts ought to give 
leave to appeal in cases in which the specified amount 
of Rs. 10,000 can only be reached by the addition of 
interest subsequent to the decree. Such eases must, 
in their Lordships’ opinion, rest in their discretion. 
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G. F. Fischer - Api)ella)it, 

AND 

IvAMALA Naicker Respoudeiit.’^ 

On appeal from the Sadder Dewanuy AdawM, 

Madras, 

Chainpei'ty uml mainteiiuucc — amounts to — Practice — Pleadinffa 
— jPoiHf not taken in — If can be noticed and enquired into by Court. 

Tlie Sadder Dewanny Adawlut at Madras, dismissed a suit on the ground, 
that tlic facts disclosed a case of cliauiperty ; a question not raised by 
the pleadings, or in the Court below. Held by the Judicial Committee, that 
as that objection was not raised, or the points recorded by the Court, as 
required by Madras Reg. XV. of 1810, sec. 10, cl. 3, the dismissal upon such 
ground could not be niaiiitained, as the objection, founded upon the English 
doctrine of champerty, ought not to be noticed by the Court upon a mere 
inference arising incidentally from the evidence in the suit. 

K. being in urgent want of money entered into an agreement in writing 
with A'., acting us the agent of P., for an advance of Rs. 19,000. The 
agreement recited that A', had undertaken to procure this amount from 
on his return, he being then absent from the place where the agree- 
ment was executed, and K. promised, in consideration of the loan, to 
grant A^ a lease of his Zemiiidary, and it was provided that K. should, 
on P.'s arrival, e.vocute a regular deed. N. could only accommodate K. 
with a part of the proposed loan, and as the matter was urgent, and P.'s 
return was expected to be within a few days, it was verbally agreed,, that 
the remaining portion of the loan should be advanced within eight days. 
P. did not return till ninetceu days after, wlien he was willing to make 

4th & bih This Avas an action brou{>:ht by the Appellant 
Feb., i 860 , (Ije Respondent to recover the sum of Rs. 

50,000, as damages for a breach of a contract entered 

into by the Respondent with one Narasihma Chetip^ 

as the Appellant’s agent, to grant him a lease of the 

Respondent ’s Zem hid ary. 

The facts of this case wliich gave rise to the action 
were these : — 


*Prc.scnl: Mclubefs of tlie Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon, Lord Kingstlowii, the Right Hon. The Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, the Rigid Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, the Right Hon. The Lord 
Jll^tice Turner, mid the Right lion. Sir John Taylor Coleridge. 

Jityrssors— The Right Hon. Sii* Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
JJou. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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the advance required ; but in the interim, and alter fifteen days from 
the date of the agreement, K., from pressure for money had been obliged 
to get the advance from another party, and had, thereupon, granted 
Jiim a lease of his Zeviindartf. N’. tlien brought a suit for spoedfie per- 
formance of the agreement. He afterwai'ds died, when liis heir assigned 
interest under the agreement to l’\, who thereupon brouglit an 
action against A', for breach of contract. The Civil Court awarded da- 
mages for the breach, but, upon appeal, the Sudder Court dismissed the 
suit, on the ground that the assignment by N. ’s heir to l\ was void for 
champerty. 

Held: that as A', was only the agent of A., the party really interesteil 
ill the performance of the agreement, the assignnient by his lieir of 
ills interest under the agreement, for the purpose of enabling F. to 
bring the suit, was not champerty or maintenance, us it was wholly un- 
.iicccssary, as F. was suing in respect of his own interest for a breach of 
contract. 
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Held further, that as the agreement to grant the lease was incoiiqilete 
in itself, and conditional upon the advance liy F. within eight days, a 
delay of nineteen days, in the circumstanees of the want of money by K. 
to meet his pressing deniaiuls, xvas an unreasonable delay, which defeated 
the object of the loan, and avoided the agreement to grunt the lease. 

By the English law, to maintain an action for champerty or iiiuin- 
tenaiice, it is necessary to establish that the transaction was against 
good policy aJid justice, or temling to promote unnecessary litigation. 

Whore an appeal was aliirined upon wJiolly different gioumls from 
those relied upon by the Court below, the ilisinissal was ordereil to be 
Avithout costs. 


The Resijonclent was the Zemindar of Amanaick‘ 
noor, near Madura, and in the month of October, 
1840, being in greatly embarrassed circumstances, 
and having XDressiiig demands ux^on him to a large 
extent, he applied to one Narasihma Chetty, who was 
connected in business transactions with the Appel- 
lant, in order to obtain the loan of an immediate sum 
of money to procure his release from i^rison, and also 
for a loan of a further sum of money within a very 
short period. The total sum required by the Zemindar 
was Rs. 19,035. 2a. 7iJ., and Naraaihma Chetty engaged 
to procure that sum on the security of a lease of the 
Zemindary, consisting of sixteen villages, and their 
hamlets, for ten years, at an annual rent of Rs. 19,000, 
out of which the lessee was to pay all the outgoings, 
and^allow the Zemindar Rs. 2,000, annually for his 
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isro. maintenance. Narasihma Chetty had not, however, 
Fischer the immediate command of more than Rs. 1,000, and 
ka.\Tala it was, therefore, agreed that he should advance that 
naicker. gyjjj once upon a bond, and should procure the 

balance from the Appellant, for whom Narasihma 
Chetty acted, and as the Appellant was not at the time 
in Madura, where this agreement was made, being then 
at Ramnad, a short distance off, but his return being 
immediately expected, it was arranged that a pro- 
visional agreement should be executed, by which 
Narasihma Chetty should engage to procure the 
advance from the Appellant on his return, when the 
Rs. 1,000, secured by the bond, were to be deducted, 
the bond cancelled, and the Respondent was to execute 
the lease of the Zemindary. The Respondent's neces- 
sities were, however, so urgent that he verbally stipu- 
lated that if the Appellant did not return within seven 
or eight days he should be at liberty to procure the 
money elsewhere. 

In pursuance with this arrangement, and on the 
25th of October, 1846, the following agreement was 
entered into between Respondent and Narasihma 
Chetty: — “ An agreement executed by Kamala Naicker, 
the present Zemindar of Ammayanaikanoor, son a Ra- 
maswamy Naicker, residing at Pottisettepatty, attached 
to the Zemindary of Ammayanaikanoor, in the Zillah 
of Madura, to Narasihma Chettyar, a dealer in silk 
thread, an agent of Mr. Fischer, residing at Salem, 
now but on circuit at Ramnad. Whereas I have to 
pay to my creditors Rs. 19,035. 2a. 7p., made up of 
these items, viz. Rs. 8,385. 2a. 7p., amount of the 
Razcnamah filed in favour of Moottoosamy Pillay, 
the Plaintiff, in O. S. No. 15 of 1845, on the file of 
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the Sub-Court of Madura; Rs. 1,000, due, under a 
liazenamah, to Adiyappa Chetiiar, late Shcristadar 
of the Court, and Plaintiff in 0. S. No. 59 of 1844, 
on the tile of the Moofty Sudder Ameen’s Court; 
Rs. 3,400, remaining over and above the partial 
payment of Rs. 1,000, out of Rs. 4,400, amount 
of the Razenamah filed in O. S. No. 133 of 1845, 
before the Moofty Sadder Amt'en's Court; Rs. 
1,000, paid this day by you, under bond, in satis- 
faction of the warrant of execution issued in suit 
No. 216 of 1836, before the late Zillah Court; 
Rs. 1,000, borrowed of Hauiakristnan Chetty, of 
Madura, on the security of my jewels and bond, in 
order to satisfv the amount of the Razenamah in 
0. S. No. 47 of 1845, on the file of the Sub-Court; 
Rs. 250, borrowed of the same person for sundry 
purposes, and for satisfying the balance of the amount 
of the warrant issued in O. S. No. 256 of 1836, on 
the file of the late Zillah Court; and Rs. 2,000, re- 
((uired, among other xuirposcs, for the costs of the 
suit pending before the Court. And, whereas, you 
have promised to procure the said sum from the 
said gentleman on his return to Madura, in the 
event of your getting the sum accordingly, I shall 
lease to you the sixteen villages attached to my 
Zemindary, and the hamlets thereof, for ten years, 
commencing with the current year, for annual rent 
of Rs. 19,000; out of the said rent of Rs. 19,000, 
you should forward to the Circar an annual peshkusk 
of Rs. 13,966, 8a. 6p. accompanied by an arzee and 
Iroosalnamah, and procure a receipt for me. You 
should pay me annually Rs. 2,000, either in coins or 
in kind, for my household expenses, and take a 
receipt from me. In consideration for the amount to 
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l)e advanced by you to me, you shall take Rs. 2,500, 
annually, and enter the same upon the bond granted 
to you, in addition to furnishing a receipt to me for 
the vsuin. You shall, in the presence of my people, ^ 
carry on the repairs of tanks of the villages to the 
extent of Rs. 500 and odd, and render account to 
me, obtaining receipt from me every year. As there 
are arrears of revenue due for the last Fnsly from the 
villages, you shall realize the same in the presence of 
my people, and appropriate it to the liquidation of the 
debt and the arrears of peshknsh, granting receipts to 
me for the same. You shall permit 'ino to manage the 
taxes, contributions, and mauiyaws fixed by the drear 
for charitable purposes, such as pagodas, choultries, 

&c. You shall continue the service manyems granted 
by the Circar, You shall realize from the villages 
and pay to me the taxes and contributions usually 
allowed to me for such annual festivities as Adi, 
Jvarfikar, Depaimli, Sankrmiti, &c. You shall not 
exact from the Ryots a greater amount of assessment 
than is fixed upon by Government, but shall treat me, 
my people, and Ryots with due respect. As the gen- 
tleman aforesaid is not here at present, I shall, on his 
arrival, execute a document in detail, on a stamped 
cadjan, in the manner dictated to by him. Thus have 
I executed this agreement of my own free will and 
accord. — Kamala Naicker, Zemindar.** 

The Rs. 1,000, were thereupon advanced on the 
same 25th of October, 1846, and a bond and conditional 
mortgage of a village belonging to his Zemindary to 
Narasilitna Chetty, dated on that day, for securing the 
repayment, with interest, on the 1st November follow- 
ing, was executed. The Appellant did not, however, 
return by the stipulated time, nor until nineteen days 
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from the date of the above-mentioned instrument, 
when he at once offered to advance the money, but 
the Respondent’s necessities being urgent, he had, 
in the interim, and on the 9th of November y in that 
year, after communicating with Narasihma Chetfj/, 
obtained the required advance from a Mr. Fovdeclaivy 
to whom he executed a lease of the Zemiudary, 

Upon this Narasihma Chetfy instituted a suit in 
the Civil Court of Madura for a specific performance, 
by which he claimed the execution of a lease to him- 
self in accordance with the above agreement. The 
Judge of the Civil Court, however, on the Ifith of 
February, 1848, dismissed the suit, on the ground, that 
the agreement of the 25th of Ocloher, 184fi, was not, 
under the circumstances, binding on the Respondent, 
and on the 21st of October, 1854, the Sudder Court 
upon appeal confirmed this decision, although upon 
different grounds, the Court intimating an opinion 
that the agreement was still binding. 

In the year 1855, Narasihma Chefty died, and there- 
upon Condiah Chelty, his son and heir, executed a 
deed of assignment, dated the 11th of September, 
1855, transferring to the Appellant all his title under 
the agreement of the 25th of October, 1846. 

This assignment was in these terms ; ‘ Whereas, 

instead of giving possession to my father of the Zemiv- 
dary of Ammayanaikanoor, under the lease executed 
by him to my father in relation thereto, under date 
the 25th October, 1846, Kamala Naicker, the Zemivdar 
of Ammayanaika}wor, attached to the talook of Nela- 
koUahf Zillah Madura, fraudulently demised it under 
a lease to Mr. Fondeclair, whereas my father filed 
an action in consequence, and in the appeal pro 
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lerred to the tSiiddar AdaicUit from it was finally 
decreed tliat the lease aforesaid was good and valid, 
and that as the enjoyment thereof was anticipated 
by the fraudulent execution of a lease in favour of v- 
Mr. Fondeclair by the first Defendant in that suit, 
the income derivable up to the term of the lease 
might be sued for and recovered ; whereas if my father 
had possession as per the lease an annual income of 
not less than Rs. 5,000 would have been derived, ex- 
clusive of all charges of the Zemindary ; and whereas 
my father is dead and 1 am unable to sue for and 
recover the sum of Rs. 50,000, derivable during the 
ten years of the lease at the rate aforesaid, I execute 
this deed of assignment to you, making over to you 
all right and title conferred upon me by the lease 
and confirmed by the decrees of the Sudder Adawlut 
regarding it, for adequate valuable consideration, in- 
clusive of the sundry sums borrowed of you by my 
father on different occasions for the purpose' of prose- 
cuting the suit, and of the Rs. 2,000, borrowed likewise 
of you by my father under a deed of assignment on 
stamped paper, executed by my father on the 22nd of 
October, 1853, but which became inoperative; and 
accordingly put you in possession of all the documents 
1 ‘elating thereto, authorising you to recover the amount 
of the profit aforesaid either bv a civil action or bv 
any other means. Thus do I execute this deed of 
assignment by my own free will and accord.” 

The Appellant on tlie 7th of November, 1855, filed 
a plaint in the Civil Court of Madura, to recover '~J 
from Respondents Rs. 50,000, as -damages for breach 
of contract. 

The Respondent by his answer to the plaint, con- 
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tended that tlie suit was untenable, inasmuch as the ■^6o. 
as*Teeiueut ot* the 25th of Octob^Vf 1846, was au in- fischer 
complete agreement, and that on its execution it had kamala 
been verbally agreed that within eight days after the 
return of the Appellant from Raninadf where he was 
staying at that time, Rs. 19,035. 2a. ^p. was to be 
paid to the Respondent by the Appellant, and if so 
-fidvanced a detailed lease was to be executed on a 
stamped cadjan, and in default of such payment the 
’^contract was to be null and void; and that the Ap- 
pellant having failed to advance that sum, the Re- 
spondent had rented out the Zemindary to the late 
Mr. Fondeclair, and thereby discharged his <lebts; that 
the suit brought by Narasihma Chettij, founded on the 
agreement, had been dismissed; tiiat the prcv^ent claim 
iiad no basis, and was vague; and lastly that the suit was 
opposed to sec. TX., Reg. IT., of 1802, and to the prin- 
ciplo laid down in Maephersons ‘‘Civil Procedure,” 
p. 49. 

On the 7th of Aiujust, 1856, Mr. A, W . Phillips^ 
the Judge of the Civil Court of Madura, recorded the 
following points for proof by the Appellant. To Ole 
the deed of assignment, dated the 11th of September, 

1854, and prove the same. Prove the assignees’ 
right and title to claim for the damages. Prove the 
"“{lamages in detail which the assignee has sustained bj^ 
the non-fulfilment of the Defendant’s contract. The 
Respondent was to prove that the assignee possessed 
no right and claim for damages, and to adduce pi oof 
to combat the claim of the Plaintiff to the extent 
sued for, or to any portion thereof. 

Witnesses were examined on both sides. The evi- 
dence was contradictory upon the point whether the 
period of seven or eight days mentioned in the answer 
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was the time specifically agreed to by the parties 
to the agreement of the 25th of October, 1846, as the 
term beyond which the Respondent was not to wait for 
the Appellant’s return to Madnra. 

The Acting Civil Judge, Mr. A. W. Phillips, pro- 
nounced the Court’s decree on the 11th of December, 
1856, the material part of which was in these 
terms: — “The Court of Sudder Adawlni has already 
declared, that as the Defendant in this case did not 
wait for the Plaintiff’s return to Madura, which took 
place witliin what they considered a reasonable period, 
that the document of the 25th of October, 1846, was 
a valid contract, and as such binding on the De- 
fendant, but that as he had divested himself of the 
power to fulfil that contract with the Plaintiff, the 
latter should seek his remedy, not by a suit to obtain 
what could not be awarded to him, but by an action 
for damages sustained by the non-fulfilment of the 
contract. The validity of the document, therefore, 
which the Defendant protests against, must be looked 
upon as an established fact no longer a subject for 
discussion, and all the C’ourt has to do in the present 
case is to ascertain what damages the Plaintiff has 
sustained by its non-fulfilment;” and the Court as- 
sessed the damages at Rs. 40,000, with costs. 

The Respondent appealed from this decree to the 
Sadder Dewanny Court at Madras, and that Court 
delivered judgment on the appeal on the 20th of 
March, 1858. After stating the facts of the case the 
judgment proceeded as follows: — “The Judges of the 
Sudder Adau'lnt consider that they are responsible for 
upholding the law in its integrity, whether a suitor 
may have challenged or not an attempted violation of 
the law, The Court are bound to see that their decisions 
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rest upon unexceptional and legal grounds, and they 
cannot pass a decree in this case without first ascer- 
taining whether the serious imputation of champerty 
attaches to the action. They resolved consequently to 
give hearing in this matter, and have confined the ad- 
dresses of the Pleaders on either side to this one 
question, upon the decision of which any further 
question would depend. It is argued on the Plaintiff’s 
behalf that the transaction with Namsihina Cheitij^ 
heir, as described in the assignment, is not champerty, 
from the circumstance tliat the parties liad not arianged 
to divide the gains of the suit. But it has l)een satis- 
factorily shown on the other side that hoAvever true, 
that there should be such agreement to constitute 
champerty as originally defined, the existing and 
uniform practice of the Courts is to discourage all 
that savors of champerty, and that the purchase of a 
mere right of action is now distinctly viewed as cham- 
perty. Again, it is argued that the right purchased 
was not a mere right of action, but that as in the dis- 
posal of the former suit by Narasihma Chettij, it was 
held that a suit for damages such as are now in ques- 
tion might lie, there was in effect an adjudication that 
Narasihma Chetiy had a title to the damages, and the 
thing purchased was a judgment. The Court con- 
siders this argument to he a futile one; a suggestion 
that there might be a suit for damages is a very different 
thing from a declaration of right to damages ; nor had 
there been any attempt to estimate such damages, or 
to represent as vested in Narasihma Cheity any title 
of ascertained value, admitting of transfer by sale. 
Narasihma Cheity had still to establish by suit his 
right to damages, and the sum of such damages, and 
the only thing sold under the assignment was his 
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riglil so to sue. It is finally argued that Plaintiff only 
went througli a t'orin of purchase for the better assur- 
ance of his position, while in reality the contract 
between Nara^ihma Chetty and the Defendant was on 
the Plaintiff's behalf, Narasilima Chetty acting simply 
as his agent. The contract certainly contains much to 
countenance the idea of such agencv. in the title 
of the deed, NarcmJuna Chetty is described as the 
agent of ]\[r. Fischer, of whom it is further sped- 
lied, as if to account for his not being personally 
dealt with, that lie was then at Ramnad. In the 
body of the deed it is agreed that the money to 
l)e advanced under the contract should be obtained 
from that gentleman on his retiirn from Madura, 
and at the close of the deed the Defendant uses 
tlie following remarkable expression: — “As the gen- 
tleman aforesaid is not here at present, I shall, on his 
arrival, execute a document in detail on a stampt 
Cadjan, in the manner dictated to by him. In the 
suit brought by Narasihma Clietty to enforce the con- 
tract, he again described himself as the Plaintiff’s 
agent. On the other hand, the assignment does 
not set out as it should have done, that the con- 
tract was made by the agent under authority from 
his principal and for his benelit. On the contrary, 
the lease of the Zemindary contracted for was to be 
conferred upon Narasihma Chetty, and when this 
person was asked by the Civil Judge of Madura 
to explain the particular object of his suit, whether 
lie wished to have the contract enforced for his own 
benefit, or that of the Plaintiff, whom he described as 
his master, he put in a motion declaring his desire to 
be, that the lease of the Zemindary should be made 
to him individually. It is not alleged that Narasihma 
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Cheity acted thus in fraud of the Plaintift. The suit 
was allowed to run its course from *1847 to 1854, 
through several remands, re-hearings, and re-appeals, 
without any such representation being made by 
Plaintiff, and in this suit he has explicitly subscribed 
io Narasilinia Clietty’s action. He says, that the 
lease was to have been to Narasihma Chetty, that the 
sum advanced by Narasihma Chetty, in consideration 
for the contract was borrowed from him, not that 
it was advanced on his account, and that the interest 
in the deed of contract having descended to Na- 
rasihma Cheitifs heir, the latter had sold the same 
to him ‘on the receipt of adequate consideration. 
And he puts in the assignment as the groundwork of 
his suit, in which the said purchase for ‘full conside- 
ration » is set forth, none of the items making up 
the consideration being described. The plea of agenc> 
is only now set up, and for the specific purpose of 
meeting the charge of champerty. The Court hold 
the plea to be utterly untenable in the face of the 
Plaintiff’s formal acts and declarations against the 
existence of such agency. They must take the suit 
as presented by the Plaintiff, and he having therein 
based his claim upon purchase made by him of a 
right to sue, by that representation he must stand or 
fall. The Judges are of opinion, that such a purchase 
constitutes champerty, and the practice being one 
they are bound to discourage as promoting litigation, 
which otherwise might not arise, and the fosteriiig of 
hazardous and questionable claims, Miey resolve to 
res^erse the original decree, and dismiss the suit with 

costs.” 

The present, appeal was from this decree. 
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Mr. li. Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. Coryton, for the 
Appellant. > 

First, the Sadder Court, in dismissing the suit on the 
ground of champerty, departed from the issues raised 
by the pleadings. No such defence was pleaded, and, 
therefore, cannot be noticed by the Court. Best “On 
Evidence, “ sec. 254 (3rd Edit.). It certainly could not 

in England under the Common Law Procedure Act, 

# 

15lh & 16th Viet., c. 76. Nor had the Appellant an 
opportunity of meeting the case upon that point, or of 

showing as he might have done, if his title had been im- 

« 

ijcached on that ground, the true state of the circum- 
stances under which the title was acquired. Another 
fatal objection is, that this question was not put in 
issue by the points recorded by the Judge of the 
Civil Court of Mad/ura. The terms of Madras Keg. 
X\'. of 1816, sec. 10, cl. 3, are imperative, and 
declare that the Court is to record the points neces- 
sary to be established by the parties to enable the 
Court to take notice of an objection. A point not 
recorded cannot be noticed. Srimut Mootoo Vijaya 
Raglianadlut Goiverg Vallabha Perria Woodia Taver v. 
Kang Anga Moottoo Natchier (a). Neither was it com- 
petent to the Sadder Court to decide the question of 
champerty, as being a “question of fact” within the 
meaning of cl. 4, sec. 4, of Act, No. XVI., of 1853. — 

[Sir John Coleridge’. If their Lordships should be of 

% 

opinion that there was champerty, or more properly 
speaking, maintenance, what course ought to be taken; 
to remit the case or hear it upon the merits'? — Sir 
Hugh Cairns, Q.C., for the Kespondent: The proper 
course would be to remit the case.] — That would 


(«) 3 Mooru’b lud. App. Cases, 278, 


ON Appeal pHom tHe east Indies. 


183 


cause delay. There are sufficient materials before tlie 
Court to decide upon the merits. 

As to the question of champerty or maintenance, 
we submit, that the deed, dated the llth of September, 
1855, was in the nature of an assignment from a 
trustee to a cestui que trust, and was not in the nature 
of champerty or maintenance. Siipden, Ven. & Fur. 
299 (13th Edit.), Byrne v. Frerc (a), Hartley v. Rus- 
sell (b), Fiiidou V. Parker (c), Wood v. Doivues (d). 
The Agency of Narasihma Clietiy, for the Appellant, in 
the original transaction, is apparent throughout the 
Avhole of the proceedings in the suit, and, as a fact, is 
so recited in the agreement of the 25th of October, 
1846, and has never yet been controverted by the Ke- 
spoiident. Now, the Sudder Court, in relying upon 
the alleged title asserted by Narasihma Chetty to sue 
in his own name for spccitic performance as being in- 
consistent with such agency, lias given an undue 
weight to the form and totally disregarded the sub- 
stance of the transaction. The money to be advanced 
was the Appellant’s, and the lease of the Zemindar y, 
if granted to Narasihma Chetty, would have been for 
the Appellant’s sole benefit. 
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!8ir Hugh Cairns, Q.C., and Mr. W. Field, for 
the Hespondent, 

The Sudder Court was in principle correct in holding 
that the agreement between tlie Appellant and Condiak 
Chetty and the assignment of Narasihma Chetty's in- 
terest in the suit brought by him against tlie Respon- 
dent, was illegal and void for champerty, as it in law 
conferred no riglit upon the Appellant to maintain this 


(«) 2 MoUoy, 157. 

( 0 ) 11 Me«. & Weis. 075. 


(5) 2 Sim. & Stu. 244. 
id) 18 Ves. 120, 
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action. Andrews v. Mah(frajah SreesJi Ckunder Race (a), 
in Prossor v. Edmonds (h), Lord Ahinger held, that a 
Court oi Equity would give no eneourageineiit to con- 
tracts which savoured of maintenance or champerty, 
though such contracts might not be within the strict 
legal limits assigned to such offences. Reynell v. 
Sprye (c), and in Doe dem. Witham v. Evans (d), a sale 
by an administrator of a pretended title to certain pre- 
mises was set aside, and the conveyance held void as well 
at Common Law. as by tStatute, 32nd Hen. Till., c. 9. 

But, secondly, upon the merits. The Respondent was 
not bound by the agreement of the 25th of OctoheTf 
1846, in tlie event which happened. The Respondent ^s 
necessities were so urgent that he stipulated that if tlie 
Appellant did not return within seven or eight days, 
he was to be at liberty to procure the money elsewhere; 
and as the Aj^pellant did not return within such stipu- 
lated time, indeed, not until nineteen days after, such 
unreasonable delay obliged the Respondent to obtain 
the required advances from Fondeclair, and he, there- 
fore, determined tlie agreement with Narasihnia Chetty, 
as representing the Appellant, and leased the Zemin- 
dary to Fondeclair. The fact that the contract was 
broken by the Appellant was lost sight of by the Acting 
Judge of the Civil Court, who was also wrong in hold- 
ing that the liability of the Respondent under the 
agreement was concluded by the judgment of the 
Rudder Court in the suit in that Court between Nara- 
sihma Chetty and the Respondent. 


7 th March, 
t86o. 



Their Lordships’ judgment was delivered by 
The Right Hon. Sir John Coleridge: 

This was a suit brought in the Civil Court of 

(rt) S. D. A. Becis. Ben. 1849, p. 340. (i>) 1 You. & Coll. 481. 

(c) 1 Be G. Mac. & Gor. 660. (d) 1 Com. Ben. Rep. 717. 
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Madura, to recover damages from the Respondent for 
the breach of an agreement. Judgment passed in that 
Court for the Appellant, and this judgment was re- 
versed in the Sudder Adawlut, The present appeal is 
brought for the purpose of procuring a reversal of 
that decree. 

The facts on which the case arise are in substance 
these: — On the 25tli of October, 184(1, the agreement 
in question was entered into between the Respondent 
on the one hand, and Narasih})ia Chetty on the other, 
who is thus described in the conmienceiiient of it: 
“A dealer in silk thread, an agent of Mr. Fischer, 
residing at Salem, but now on circuit at Ramnad.'^ 
Narasihma Chetty was in truth acting as Fischer's (the 
Appellant’s) agent, whose residence was at Salem, 
and he was at the time absent on circuit as described. 
— [His Lordship read the agreement, ante, p. 172, 
and proceeded.] 

On the day of the execution of this instrument the 
Respondent also executed a Bond and a conditional 
mortgage of a village attached to his Zemindary, for a 
loan of Rs. 1,000, from N arasihma Chetty, which were 
then advanced, and were to be repaid on the 1st of No- 
vember following. This was to meet one of the debts 
enumerated in the preceding agreement. In this trans- 
action also Narasihma Chetty was acting as, and was de- 
scribed in the instrument to be, the “agent of Mr. Fis- 
cher, residing at Salem, but now on circuit at Ramnad.** 

The Appellant did not return by the 1st of Novem- 
ber, nor until some days after the 9th, on which day, 
in violation, as the Appellant alleges, of the agree- 
ment to which he claims to have been the principal 
party, the Respondent executed a lease of the Zemin- 
dary to one Fondeclair, 
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This led to proceedings in which Naraslhma Chetty 
was made the Plaintiff, for the purpose of enforcing the 
performance of the agreement. These proceedings 
tailed, and the lease to Fondeclair was supported; 
whereupon the Appellant determined to institute the 
present action for damages, and Naraisihma Chetty 
being dead, it was thought desirable for him to institute 
it in his own name; but the original agreement liaving 
piovided that the lease should be made to Narasihnui 
Chetty, and he having been the ostensible party to the 
previous proceedings, the following assignment was 
procured from his son, Condiuh Chetty. — [His Lord- 
ship read it, ante, p. 175.] — The action and appeal 
then followed, which have been already mentioned. 

The decree of the 8udder Adawlut did not pass on 
the merits, nor on any point raised in the Court 
l)olow; but it having been objected that the suit dis- 
closed a case of chamijerty, tlm Court resolved to 
entertain the objection; because, as tliey say, they 
thought themselves ‘ ‘ responsible for upholding the 
law in its integrity;” (a) they confined the addresses 
of the Pleaders on either side to that one question, 

and decided the case against the present Appellant on 
that point only. 

Their Lordships are clearly of opinion, that the 
deciee of the buddcr Adaudut in this respect cannot 
be supported. The grounds on which they arrive at 
this conclusion make it unnecessary to decide whether, 
under the law which the Court was administering^ 
those acts which in the English law are denominated 
eithei maintenance or champerty, and are punishable 
as offences, partly by the Common Law, and partly 
by Statute, are forbidden; and also, if so forbidden, 

(a) See p. 178. 
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whether the point was in this case so raised by the i 860 , 
pleadings, or the points i‘or proof recorded by the fis^r 
C ourt, that it could be properly entered into. They ..,r; 
will observe, however, in passing, that although it naickek. 
may be admitted that the Court would have the right, 
perhaps even lay under an obligation, to take cog- 
nizance, moiii proprioj of any objection, manifestly 
apparent on the face of the proceeding, which showed 
that it was against morality or public policy; yet 
where, as here, that was only to be collected from 
the evidence by inference, and was capable of expla- 
nation, or answer by counter-evidence, it is highly in- 
convenient, as well as contrary to tJie Regulation, XV. 
of 1816, which regulates the practice of the Court, 
and may lead to the most direct injustice, to enter 
into the incpiiry, if the issue has not been presented 
by the iileadings, or the points recorded for proof. 

But, assuming that in the present case tlie Court 
properly instituted the incjuiry, their Lordships do 
not agree with them in the conclusion to which 
they conducted it. 

The Court seem very properly to have considered 
that the chamiierty, or, more properly, the inaiu- 
tenaiice into which they were inquiring, was some- 
thing which must have the qualities attributed to 
chamijerty or maintenance by the hlnglish law : it 
must be something against good policy and justice, 
something tending to promote unnecessary litigation, 
something that in a legal sense is immoral, and to 
the constitution of which a bad motive in the same 
sense is necessary. It was necessary, therefore, to 
look at the substance of the transaction, and not 
merely the language of the instruments. Now, here 
it is clear, that the Appellant was the real party to the 
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original agreenient, and the person really interested in 
its perrorinaiice; he was to advance the loan; the 
profits that were expected to result from the loan 
were to be liis; he might have intervened in the first 
instance, and conducted the litigation, which first en- 
sued, in his own name. Narasihma Chetty was but an 
agent, contracting for the Appellant in his own name, 
but avowedly as agent only, not undertaking to borrow 
troni the Appellant the money, and then lend it to the 
Respondent, but to procure for him the loan of it 
J rom the Appellant. All this was perfectly consistent 
with his being put forward as the ostensible party, 
with the full knowledge of the Respondent. This 
was the substance of the contract, and the Court 
should have treated the assignment from Condiah 
Chetty as merely an unnecessary precaution, un- 
wisely adopted, perhaps, and furnishing an argument 
for an objector, yet not really altering the quality of 
the transaction, nor affecting that point on which the 
whole question of maintenance depended, which was 
this: Was the Appellant suing in respect of his own 
interest for a violation of a contract made with him- 
self, or was he representing another man’s interest, 
and suing on a contract to which he had been origi- 
nally a stranger, in virtue only of the objectionable 
assignment? If this had been borne in mind, their 
Lordships think that the Court would have arrived at 
a different conclusion from that which they in fact 
came to. 

Here, therefore, their Lordships would have 
stopped, simply recommending that the judgment 
should be reversed; but in the commencement of 
the argument it was arranged, with the consent of 
the Counsel on both sides, that if their Lordships 
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should be of opinion that the decision of the Court 
below could not be sustained on the grounds on 
which it had been based, they should proceed to con- 
sider the whole case on its merits, and finally dis- 
pose of it; a course by which it was probable that 
luucli litigation and expense might be saved to the 
parties. 

Their Lordships have, therefore, examined the 
facts of this case as they appeared before the Civil 
Court of Madura. As it is indisputable that a lease 
of the Zemindar^ has not been granted to the Appel- 
lant, or his agent, Narasihma Chetty, it is clear that the 
Appellant ought to recover if there was ever a bind- 
ing contract between the parties to grant one, unless 
the non-performance of that contract be in any way 
justifiable. The first of these must be ascertained 
by an examination of the agreement of the 25th of 
October, 1846, of the circumstances attending its 
execution, and of the remaining facts of the case. 
The instrument commences with a recital, that the 
Respondent was under an obligation to pay his credi 
tors the sum of Rs. 19,035. 2a. 7p., made up of items 
of which an enumeration follows, and this enumera- 

4 

tion shows that the money was Avanted Avdthout the 
least loss of time, that the pressure on him was 
urgent. It then recites a promise from Narasihma Chetty 
to procure the amount from the Appellant on his 
return to Madura, and then it promises to grant the 
lease; but only “in the event of Narasihma Chetty 
getting the said sum accordingly.” It then proceeds 
to stipulate for a number of payments to be made, 
things to be done, and conditions to be observed by 
the lessee, after the lease granted, and during the 
continuance of the terra ; and it concludes thus ; 
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“As the gentleman aforesaid (the Appellant) is not 

% 

here at present, I shall, on his arrival, execute a 
document in detail, on stamped cadjan in the manner 
dictated by him.” 

On the face of the instrument, it is obviously a 
contract incomplete in itself and conditional; nothing 
in it binds the Respondent to tlie granting of the 
lease, unless the money was procured for him from 
the Appellant on liis return to Madura, and. it is 
clear also tliat nothing in it binds the Respondent to 
advance the money, when he shoiild return. Further, 
it is obvious that no time being specified for this 
return, the parties must either by some collateral 
agreement have fixed a day for that return, or must 
be taken to have contemplated, what the law would 
imply from their language, a return within a reason- 
able time, all the circumstances considered. For 
the Respondent setting out his urgent necessities, 
showing the pressure that was on him, and profes- 
sedly borrowing the money, not to meet future casual 
or uncertain expenses, but to liquidate the debts 
which occasioned the pressure then upon him, it 
would he highly unreasonable to supppose that a return 
after any indefinite period, however long, could have 
been in the contemplation of the parties. And this 
conclusion is strengthened by the circumstance that 
there is no evidence of any previous authority from the 
Appellant constituting Narasihma Chetty his agent to 
make the contract; indeed, the instrument itself shows 
that he v/as not bound, that it was uncertain whether 
he would on his return adopt and ratify the act of 
Narasihma Chetty; and the conclusion is therefore irre- 
sistible, that the Respondent was bound to wait only 
for that ratification and performance until the Appel- 
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lant’s return on a specified day, or a return within a 
reasonable time. 

The Respondent contends that the time was fixed 
by a collateral parol contract, and limited to the 1st 
of Novemher, or to eight days from the 2r)th of 
October; the Appellant, that the return was to be 
within a reasonable time, that he did not return 
within such reasonable time, and forthwith ratified 
the act of his agent, but that the Respondent had in 
the meantime put it out of his power to fulfil the 
contract, by granting the lease to Foudeclair. 

The undisputed fat/ts of the case are these: — 

On the 25th of October, the date of the agreement 
in question, the Respondent executed the mortgage 
and bond to Narasihma, as already stated. This 
appears to their Lordships to have been substan- 
tially part of the principal transaction, and to be 

most material on the point now under consideration; 
it was a loan of Rs. 1,000, to meet one of the de- 
mands specified in the agreement, which may be 
presumed to have been peculiarly pressing, and the 
Rs. 1,000, are stipulated to be repaid on the 1st of 
November, in default of which the mortgage of a 
single village was to take effect. Their Lordships 
think there is every reason for pre.suming that the 
repayment was intended to be made out of the 

Rs. 19,000, to be advanced by the Appellant on his 
return to Madura; and if that be so, it is clear that 
his return was contemplated to take place on or 

before that day. 

The next fact is that, on the 9th or 10th of No- 
vember, the lease was executed to Fondeclair; and the 
remaining fact is the return of the Appellant on the 
13th of November, as their Lordships understand the 


iS6o. 


Fischer 

V. 

Kamila 

Naickkr. 


192 


CASES IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL 


i860. 


Fischer 

V. 

Kamala 

NAICKER. 


evidence; this would l)e nineteen days after the exe- 
cution of the agreement. 

There is a good deal of parol evidence to the effect, 

either that a period of eight days, or that the 1st of 

November, was agreed to specifically by the parties as 

the term beyond which the Respondent was not to 

be bound to wait for the Appellant’s return; and 

their Lordships are disposed to give credit to the 

evidence : they do not think that the variation in 

regard to the eight days and the Is't of November 

% 

makes the testimony unworthy of belief. But, it 
appears to them unnecessary to decide the case on 
this point; for they are clearly of opinion, looking 
at all the circumstances which appear on the face of 
the documents, the first of which discloses the nature 
of the debts due from the Respondent, which were 
mostly .iudgment debts, or debts on which the exe- 
cution was pending, or for which warrants had issued; 
and the second that a portion of the money con- 
tracted for was advanced at once, and to be repaid on 
the 1st of November; that it was understood by both 
parties that a reasonable time for the Appellant’s 
return would be within a few days, and that the 
delay of nineteen days was unreasonable. Such a 
delay would probably defeat the whole purpose of 
the loan ; and there is not the slightest evidence that 
either by reason of distance, difficulty of conveyance, or 
the necessary or usual business of the circuit, a delay 
of nineteen days could have been considered probable. 

On this ground their Lordships are prepared to 
recommend to Her Majesty that the appeal be dis- 
missed : but as they do this on wholly different 
grounds from those relied on by the Court below, 
that the dismissal should be without costs. 
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Mohun Lall SooKUb and anotliei* - Appellants, 

AND 


Bebee Doss and others ------ Bespondents* 

On petition from the Sudder Detcanny Adawliit, 

Calcutta. 


Privy Council — Leave 1o appeal — Ex parte order yrantiny — Finality of 
— Valuation of appeal — Mode of valuation of propeidy. 

By Pm. Reg. X. of 1829, the test of the value of the property in suit 
is the selling, or market value. 

An Order in Council made upon an c.r parte application granting 
special leave to appeal nj)on an allegation as to the value of the jn’operty 
in dispute rescinded, there being omissions in the petition, of proceedings 
in the suit, whicdi showed the (rue value of the i»roperty. 

Tu ordinary circumstanees. an Order in Couneil obtained upon an ex 
parte petition, which omitted to state the true facts, will bo discharged 
with costs, but if there has been laches in applying to discharge the 
Order on the part of the Resjjondent, no costs will be given. 

In this case special leave to appeal had been granted 
upon an ex parte application of the Appellants (a), 
upon an allegation as to the value of the subject 
matter in dispute in the suit. 

A petition was now presented by the Respondents to 
rescind the Order in Council granting leave to appeal, 
alleging, that in the petition for leave to appeal, several 
important omissions had been made, namely, first that 
the answer of the Respondents to the plaint, whereby 
the question at issue, whether by Ben. Reg. X. of 1829, 
the value of the subject matter was to be computed ac- 
cording to the real or market value, had been omitted ; 

•Preaont: MemherH of the Judicial Committee, — The Right 
t- Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Right Hon. The Lord Justice Knight 

Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. The 
Lord Justice Turner. 

A8se88or/t, The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 

Hon. Six James W. Colvile. 

(a) 7 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 428. 

0 


193 


] 4th June, 
1 86 1 . 


VIII— 26 


194 


)86i. 


MOHUN 
I. ALL 
SOOKUL 

l.KBEK DOSS. 


CASES IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL 

and, secondly, that a supplementary plaint filed by the 
Appellants, which stated that the suit had by mistake 
been valued at three times the Sudder jumma instead 
of Rs, 4,300, the real or market value of the property 
had also been omitted. The petition further alleged, 
that throughout the proceedings it was treated by the 
Appellants as a case regarding mortgaged premises, 
valued at Rs. 4,300 ; that the Respondents had applied 
to the Sudder Deivanny Admvlui at Calcuttay and to 
the Officiating Judge of Chiffagovg, to whom the en- 
quiry had been by the Order in Council delegated, to 
give evidence of the value, but that such application 
had been refused by that Court, upon the ground that 
by the Order in Council, evidence of tliat fact was io 
be supplied by the Appellants, and the petilion prayed, 
that the Order in Council granting leave to appeal 
might be rescinded, or that an Order might he made, 
directing an enquiry as to the real or market value of 
the property in dispute. 

Mr. IF. Fields for the Respondents, in support of 
the application, cited Ben, Reg. X. of 1829, 
schedule B, 8. 

Mr. Leith, for the Appellants, opposed. 

The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown. 

This is an application to discharge an Order in 
Council made by Her Majesty at the recommendation 
of their Lordships, on the 16th of February, 1860. 
^3 til a t 0 1 ^le 1 lil^er t a s given to the Appellants to 
appeal, notwithstanding that the property which was 
the subject of the suit, was of less value, as appeared 
upon the proceedings in the case, than Rs. 10,000, 
which is the sum limited by the Order in Council of 
the 13th of June, 1838. 
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A petition of this nature, being* ex parte, it is a uni- 
versal and a most important rule of this Court, that 
every fact which is material to the determination of sookul 
the question raised upon the petition should be truly liLHEEUoss. 
and fairly stated ; and where there is an omission of 
any material facts, whether it arises from improper 
intention on the part of the Petitioner, or whether it 
arises from accident or negligence, still the effect is 
just the same ; if this Court has been induced to make 
an Order, which if the facts were fully before it, it 
would not, or might not, have been induced to make. 

Now, in this case, their Lordships were of opinion, 
that in order to justify an appeal to this country it 
should be satisfactorily proved that the property in 
dispute really was of the value of Rs. 10,000, They 
did not think that there were any special circum- 
stances in the case which would justify the Court in 
taking it out of the ordinary rule. There were no 
particular questions of law or indeed anything which 
would prevent the application of the strict general 
rule, which requires that the property in dispute 
should be of that value. 

It was stated in the petition for leave to appeal, 
that the Plaintiffs had in the plaint represented the 
property to be of the value of Rs. 3,572, and that the 
suit was instituted to recover possession of certain 
mortgaged premises, of which the value was so esti- 
mated, but only for the purpose of complying with 
the rules of the East India Company’s Courts for fix- 
ing the amount of the stamp upon the plaint ; and 
then, after stating the proceedings in the case, the 
petition concluded with assigning as a ground for 
making the application here, that the value of the 
property having been represented by the Plaintiff as 

o 2 
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Rs. 3,572, the Court below had no authority to grant 
an ax^peal. The petition also alleged that although 
it appeared from the statements in the plaint that the 
real or market value of the land in question in the suit 
must be taken to exceed the amount of Rs. 10,000, 
yet the amount laid in the plaint as the value of the 
suit for the purposes aforesaid, being only Rs. 3,572, 
three times the amount of one year’s jumma, or rent, 
the Petitioners were prevented by the rules of the 
Court from apphdng to that Court for such leave. 

The misrepresentation, therefore, upon that petition 
is this. The plaint, according to the Regulation, esti- 
mates the value of the property at three years’ jumma. 
Three years’ jioinfta amounts to Rs. 3,572, and, there- 
fore, according to the Regulation, represented a value 
which would furnish no criterion of what the actual 
value was. In this state of things it appeared to their 
Lordships that the parties ought not to be concluded 
by such a statement ; that there was nothing incon- 
sistent with that statement ; that the property might 
be of a greater value, and, therefore, their Lordships 
gave leave to appeal upon somewhat unusual terms, 
namely, referring it to the Court below to report what 
was the actual value of the property. 

Ben-, Reg. X. of 1829, cited before us, enacts, that 
in suits respecting revenue lands three years’ amount 
of the jionma shall be taken to be the value of the 
property, and with respect to suits for houses, &c., and 
other things of value, the amount is to be computed 
according to the estimated selling price, and that every 
plaint shall specify the value of the thing claimed. 

Now, it appears, that there were in this case two 
distinct modes of valuation, one of which affords no 
criterion whatever of the actual value, the other of 
which, if it were fairly stated, afforded a most certain 
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criterion, being* the estimated selling price, not the 

price it sold i'or, but wliat the propei-ty would sell for mohun 
^ 1 Lall 

at the time the plaint was filecK sookul 

Now, it appears that the Plaintiff had represented D(,.ss. 
by his plaint that the property was estimated at 
Rs. 3,572, which was three years’ jHmma. But this 
statement does not fall within the above Regulation. 

For the purposes of this suit it was necessary to state 
what the actual value was ; what the real selling value 
was ; what the value was according to the Regulation, 
and, upon the final supplemental jdaint, it was stated 
that the property was valued for this purpose at 
Rs. 4,300, and in the record of the proceedings which 
had been drawn up, stating the issues which the par- 
ties were going to try, it was stated that afterwards 
the Plaintiff had filed a supplemental plaint, in which 
it* was alleged that the suit had been valued at 
Rs. 4,300, the price or value of the land, and that 
as the stamp was Rs. 150, it was sufficient to cover a 
claim of Rs. 5,000, Is it possible not to understand 
this as applying to Regulation X. of 1829, and as 
stating therein the value, the estimated selling price? 
and which is stated at Rs. 4,300. Now, if that fact 
had been stated to their Lordships, it is hardly to be 
believed that the Order for leave to appeal granted 
by their Lordships would have been made. 

If we were of opinion that this had been an inten- 
tional misrepresentation on the part of the then Peti- 
tioners, we should, without the least hesitation, not 
only have discharged the Order, but we should have 
I- made the party who applied for it pay all the costs, 
and have given no liberty whatever to make any 
further application. 

Their Lordships are, however, inclined to take an 
indulgent view of the ease. They are inclined to 
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any circumstances, have thought it right, whether the 
mistake was intentional or unintentional, to have 
made tlie party applying for it pay all the costs, were 
it not for the delay on the other side. The Order for 
leave to appeal was made in February , 1860 ; it went 
out to India, and it appeared that at least in August, 
1860, the Petitioners who now apply to discharge the 
Order were informed that they would have liberty to 
give evidence under it. We think they might have 
applied the moment they saw the petition and the 
Order which contained the directions I have men- 
tioned ; for then they must have been aware that a 
very important fact had been kept back from the 
Court, and they might then have applied to have 
discharged the Order, Still they might have thought, 
that on the construction of the Order they should be 
enabled to give evidence, and they might have thought 
that it would be less ex 2 )ensive to make the applica- 
tion to the Court below. But, in August, 1860, they 
were told of the construction which the Sudder De- 
ivauiiy Court at Calcutta had put upon their Lord- 
ships’ Order, that they would not be at libei’ty to give 
evidence upon that enquiry ; and they were, therefore, 
then apprised of the manner in which the Order of 
their Lordships was to be carried out. 

Under these circumstances, their Lordships are of 
opinion, that costs should not be awarded against the 
parties who obtained the Order giving leave to appeal, 
and they discharge such Order -without costs and -with- 
out prejudice to any other application by the Appel- 
lants, upon giving notice to the Respondents. 
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Calcutta. 
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Decrees were made in the rear 1816, in suits respecting disputed bounda- 
ries of certain Mouzahs in two Zemindarie.t and the Ijoundary line 
determined. In 1845, a suit was brought by the representatives 
of one of the iiarties in the above suits to recover land alleged to 
be part of one of these Movsahs, which land It was admitted by the 
Plaintiff that tlie Defendants had been in the possession of since the year 
1834. It was pleaded in defence, first, that the land claimed, was 
within the boundary declared by the decrees of 1816 to belong to 
the Defendants ; and, secondly, that the Plaintiff, or those under whom 
he claimed, had been out of possession for upwanls of twelve years, and 
that the cause of action was consequently barred by Ben. Reg. III. of 

The Appellant, the Zemindar of Peryimnah Nursing- 
pore Koorahf owned a village in his Zemindary, called 
, Mouzah Gopaulpore, otherwise Gopaulpore Maholee. 
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Hon. Sir John Taylor Coleridge. 
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1793, sec. IG. In siu-h circunistaiiccs it was held that the issue of pos- 
session was Hic first point to be considered, and that such issue was 
wholly independent of the question of boundary. 

Held further, that as the Plaintiff sought to disturb tlic possession of the 
Defendants, admitted by him to have existed for eleven years, but which 
the Defendants alleged was a much longer period, the onus probandi was 
upon tlie Plaintiff to remove the bar to the action by Ben. Reg. HI. of 
1793, see. IG, by satisfactory proof that the cause of action accrued to 
him on a dispossession, twelve years before the commencement of the 
suit, and that he, or some person through whom lie claimed, was in pos- 
session during that period ; and that no proof of anterior title in his 
favour, such as would be involved in the boundary question, could relieve 
him from this o«m-s, or shift the onus on the Defendants, by compelling 
them to prove the time and manner of possession. 

Although the evidence of witnesses for the Defendants as to posses- 
sion is of no lictter character than those produced by the Plaintiff as 
to dispossession, yet it lies on the Plaintiff to make out liis ease, and as 
the priiliabilities of the case in this instance were against dispossession, 
it was held by the Judicial Committee, affirming the judgment of the 
Budder Deuuinnp Adawlut, that the Plaintiff had failed to prove the dis- 
possession of tlie Defendants, which was necessary to maintain the suit. 

A preliminary objection was taken in the Sudder Court to a decree of 
the Principal Sudder Ameen, on the ground that the Sudder Ameen had 
omitted to draw up tlie issues in the suit as required by sec. 10 of 
Ren. Reg. XX^H. of 1814. This objection was held fatal, and the Sudder 
Court remitted the suit to the Lower Court with directions to lay down 
the issues 111 a regular way, and to try and determine the suit de novo. 
Ihe Principal Sudder Amcen accordingly prepared the proper issues, and 
ordered that the jiarties should be called upon for their proofs. The 
Plaintiff did not go into fresh evidence, but prayed for judgment on the 
evidence already given, and upon the former evidence 'taken the Prin- 
cipal Sudder Ameen made a decree against the Plaintiff. 

Held uiioii .appeal by the Judicial Committee: — 

First, that if this mode of trial was irregular, tlie Plaintiff had no 
just ground of complaint, as the irregularity was committed at his 
instance, or with his consent. 


Second, that a susiiioioii, however probable in the mind of a Judge 
that a party who has failed to prove his case, might be more successful 
on a fuller investigation, does not constitute a sufficient ground for 
directing a new trial. 


The Respondents were the proprietors of MouzaJi 
Bampore, part of a Zewimlary, called Naredegur. 

The two Mouzahs adjoin each other, and disputes 
respecting the boundary line of the Mouzahs had 
arisen from a very early period between the ancestors 
of the Appellant and of the Respondents. The Appel- 
lant in the present appeal claimed 700 heegahs of land 
as being part of Gopaulpore ; whilst the Respondents’ 
case was, that the laud in question was part of Ram- 
pore, and liad boon so declared by a decree of the 
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Court in the year 1816; and, further, that the land . i 860 , 
claimed had been in their possession and their ances- mahakajah 
tors’ without any claim on the part of the Appellant, 
or under those through whom he claimed, since the 
year 1818. 

Baboo 

The facts of the case, which were complicated, 
were, in substance, as follows: — 

The village of Uampore, together with certain other 
villages called Rajpore, Cuddeah, Jyepore, and Jyepore 
Piickree, were formerly the property of one Moltxm 
Singh, the ancestor of the Kespondents. In the year 
1791, he was dispossessed of those villages by one 
Deo Raj Singh and obliged to bring a suit for their 
recovery, and that suit having ended in Mohun Singh’s 
favour in 1803, he was again put in possession. 

During Deo Raj Singh’s possession, a dispute arose 
between him and Madho Singh, the Appellant’s 
ancestor, who was the proi^rietor not only of the 
village of Gopaulpore, but of a village called Sur- 
seeah, in Pergunnah Nursingpore Koorah; touch- 
ing the boundaries of Surseeah and of Jyepore, 
the adjoining village, claimed by Deo Raj Singh, 
and that dispute was referred to an Ameen, named 

Khoda Yaar Khan, to ascertain the boundaries, who, 

% 

on the 24:th of August, 1792, made an award to the 
effect, that the lands in dispute belonged to Madho 
Singh, and in that report he laid down the bounda- 
ries of the two Pergunnahs of Naredegur (in which 
Mohun Singh’s villages were situate), and of Nur- 
singpore Koorah, which included Surseeah and Gopaul- 
pore. These boundaries were laid down principally 
with reference to a point, the position of which was 
ascertained, called Baugh Jhujree, due south of Jye~ 
pore, as appeared from a plan annexed to the award, 

p 2 
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and the substantial result was, that Pergunnah 
jS'aredegur {Mohun Singh's and the Respondents’ pro- 
perty) lay to the north and west of that point, and 
Nursingpore Koorah to the south and east. 

Notwithstanding this award, however, Madho Singh 
took advantage of the unsettled state of the title as 
between Mohun Singh and Deo Raj Singh, to lay 
claim to parts of the lands which were in dispute 
between them, and in 1803 and the following* year he 
claimed or got possession of 411 heegahs, part of the 
village of Jeypore Puckree, and of 251 heegahs, parcel 
of Rampore, which Madho Singh alleged to be parcel 
of Gopaulpore Maholee. 

In 1810, Mohun Singh, who, on the termination in 
his favour of the litigation with Deo Raj Singh, had 
obtained the right to the possession of his villages, 
instituted a suit against Chuttur Singh, the son of 
Madho Singh^ he having died in the interim, to recover 
possession of both these parcels of land; but he was, 
on the 27th of January, 1814, nonsuited, not upon 
the merits, but upon the technical objection that he 
had included in one suit lands in two separate villages. 
He thereupon, on the 15th of November, 1814, insti- 
tuted a fresh suit to recover the 251 heegahs, parcel 
of Rampore, and, on the 11th of May, 1816, obtained 
a decree in his favour, which was upheld on appeal 
by the Sudder Court, on the 8th of December, 1818. 

In this suil?- Mohun Singh and Chuttur Singh filed 
plans. By these plans, it appeared that the 251 
heegahs then in dispute lay to the west of Baugh 

Jhujree, and to the north of a point in a stream called 
Nudder Purwanna, 

Siiortly after the institution of the above suit by 
MoJmn Singh for the recovery of the 251 heegahs, 
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i/hutter Singh, in January, 1815, brought a cross suit iS6o. 
in the Zillah Court of Tirhoot against Mokun Singh maII^jah 
to recover 400 heegahs of land, alleged by him to be 
parcel of Gopaulpore. The 400 heegahs were, how- mtkasuk 
ever, held by that Court to belong to Rampore, and ^ 
this decision was confirmed on appeal by the Patna n'und 
C ourt of appeal, on the 8th of December, 1818. i-oilsingh. 

On the 5th of January, 1818, Mohun Singh was 
put into possession of the disputed lands; and he 
sliortly afterwards brought them into cultivation by 
his villagers from Rampore, and it appeared that he 
and his descendants since that time, and until the 
institution of the suit, out of which the present 
appeal arose, had, with one exception, in 1834, when 
another attempt was made to encroacli upon Ram- 
pore, held undisputed possession. 

The Mouzah Maholee appears to have become the 
property of the wives of one Tej Narain Singh; and, 
on their obtaining a decree in their favour as to that 
village, they laid an attachment upon 200 heegahs, 
part of Rampore. The then Zemindar, Chintamun 
Singh, the son of Mohun Singh, instituted pro- 
ceedings in the Criminal Court of Zillah Tirhoot 
under Ben. Reg. XV. of 1824, to preserve his pos- 
session to those heegahs, decreed to him as being^part 
of Rampore; and the Magistrate having examined 
the decree of 1816, and compared the boundaries, 
found that the 200 heegahs were part of those included 
in the suit brought by Mohun Singh for 251 heegahs, 
and by an order made on the 24th of May, 1834, 
maintained Chintamun Singh^s possession. 

On the 5th of August, 1845, Roodur Singh, the 
then proprietor of Nursingpore Koorah, instituted 
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the present suit in the Zillah Court of Bhagulpore 

Maharajah against Chintotinuii Singh and the Respondents, for 

ba^o*^ possession and mesne profits, claiming the lands 

subject of the suit of 1814. He, how- 

baboo identity, and alleged by his plaint, 

lolls?ngh possession was forcibly acquired by Chintamun 
INCH, after the proceedings in 1834. In order to 

account for the delay since that time, he set up certain 
convei sations and admissions, which he alleged were 
made by tlie Respondents, that they agreed to restore 
the land to him; and, in order to destroy the iden- 
tity of the lands, he misplaced the old handh and the 
old tank of Gopmilpore (substituting Dodhee Singh's 
tank for it), and thus drew a boundary considerably 

to the north and west so as to exclude the lands 
from Ranipore, 

The Uel'endaiits in their answer denied these alle- 
gations, and insisted that the I’laintiff’s claim was 
barred by the provisions of Ben. Keg. III. of 1793, 
secs. 12 & 16, as the Plaintiff sought to recover the 
possession of land pertaining to their Zemiiiclary 
mentioned in both the decrees of the 11th of Mai/, 
1816, and the 8th of December, 1818, which decrees, 
as they admitted in their answer, had laid down the 
boundaries of Mouzah Rampore, and of Mouzali. Go- 
paulpore, agreeably to the award of Khoda Yaar Khan. 

A replication and rejoinder having been filed, an 
order was made on the 5th of May, 1847, that Sheeb 
Loll, the Record Keeper of the Court, should pro- 
ceed to the spot and draw a plan; and he accord- 
ingly, on the 9th of June, 1847, made his report, 
filing with it a plan, which contained the assertions 
of both sides, as to the position of the different 
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points bearing or supposed to bear upon the point at 

issue. Besides this plan, plans of the villages of maharajah 

^ ^ KOOWUR 

Rampore and Gopaulpore were also filed. The Plain- baboo 
tiff also filed a plan, containing his allegations as to 
the boundary, and copies of the two plans filed in b^boo 
the suit of 1814, were also given in evidence. Wit- loi,l*s?ngh 
nesses were examined upon the question of possession 
by the Eespondents. Their evidence was of a con- 
flicting character, the effect of which is mentioned in 
their Lordships’ judgment. 


On the 28th of December, 1849, the Principal 
Sudder Ameen, without laying down issues, as re- 
quired by sec. 10, of Ben, Reg. XXVI. of 1814, 
gave judgment in the Plaintiff’s favour. 

The Defendants appealed from this decree to the 
Sitdder Dewanny Court at Calcutta, Upon the appeal 
coining on for hearing, a preliminary objection was 
raised on their behalf that the Court below had not, 
according to the Law of procedure, drawn up and re- 
corded any issues. The Sudder Court held that this 
objection was fatal, and ordered that the decre»e 
appealed from should be set aside, and the case re- 
manded to the Principal Sudder Ameen, with direc- 
tions to lay down the issues and call upon the parties 
for proofs and refutations, and then to try the case 
de novo. 


In accordance with the order of the Sudder Court, 
a proceeding took place before the Zillah Court, on the 
4th of December, 1852, when the Principal S^idder 
Ameen recorded the issues as follows: — First, were 
the lands at issue within the boundaries of Mouzah 
Rampore, the property of the Defendants, as laid 
down by the decree of Court, dated 11th of May, 
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i 8 fo. 1816, agreeably to the kyfrut of Khoda Yaar Khan, 
mahmujah or apart from them? Secondly, was the Plaintiff s 
Kwwmi ^vithin the period limited for the cognizance of 

niUasur the Court, or not? 

Singh ’ 

BABOO 1^0 evidence was gone into upon these issues, the 
LoL^^siNGH. Plaintiff having declined to do so, and asking for 

judgment on the evidence already filed, and, on the 
13th of December, 1852, the Principal Sudder Ameen 
gave judgment to the same effect as the former one. 
The Defendants appealed from this judgment to the 
Sudder Detvannif Adauint at Calcxitta. 


The hearing of the appeal took place before Messrs. 
Sconce, Trevor, and Torrens, three of the Judges of 
the Sudder Deicanny Adawlut. The Judges differed 
in opinion, Messrs. Sconce and Trevor agreeing to 
reverse the decree of the Principal Sudder Ameen. 
The remaining Judge, Mr. Torrens, was opposed to 
that course, being of opinion that the Court should 
remand the case for re-trial by the Principal Sudder 

Ameen. 

The judgment and decree pronounced by Messrs. 
Sconce and Trevor, forming the majority of the Judges, 
was as follows:— “We might take objection to the 
form in which the Principal Sudder Ameen s decree has 
been passed, for in his latest decision, he has con- 
fined himself to such points as the remand in- 
volved, and, upon the merits, has adopted in gene- 
ral terms, without repeating details, the decree of 
December, 1849. The last and final decree should 
have been complete in itself, and should not have 
been made to rest on a decision which has been set 
aside; but, as the grounds of the latest judgment 
taken in connection with the first have been suffi- 
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ciently intelligible to the litigants, and are so to the i 860 , 
majority of this Court, we think it inexpedient again, maharajah 
upon this point of form, to re-transfer the case to the 
Lower Court. For the better understanding of the 
issue submitted to us, we have fully heard the parties, 

* .1 I'ABOO 

both as regards the line of boundary, which, by the nund 
decree of 1816, should determine the extent of their s*ngh, 
villages, Gopanlpore and Rampore, and as regards the 
enjoyment by the Plaintiff of the disputed land 
within a period which renders this suit admissible. 

That the several parties have had every opportunity 
before the Lower Court to present their case complete, 
is not denied by them; nor before ourselves have they 
indicated, if it were optional to them to indicate, any 
other sources of available evidence than that already 
adduced. And thus we cannot hesitate to adjudicate 
upon the proceedings as they came before us. The 
Principal Sudder Ameeu has remarked, shortly, that 
Plaintiff’s witnesses prove that he was in possession 
of the disputed land before 1242, F. S.; and con- 
necting the presumed dispossession of that year with 
the boundary laid down nineteen years before, he 
found Plaintiff’s claim to be established. But, it 
appears to us, that the evidence of the Plaintiff is 
wholly inadequate to sustain the specific allegations, 
or to justify the large claim which he has preferred. 

Plaintiff’s witnesses say, generally, that he was dis- 
possessed in 1242, F. S., but we require more detailed 
information to prevent the act of forcible disposses- 
sion characterized by the circumstances with which 
it must have been attended. Seven hundred heegahs 
— nearly all, as is said by the Plaintiff’s witnesses, 
under cultivation — could not have been transferred 
from his occupancy without the occurrence of some 
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i 860 . event sufficiently conspicuous to be presented to us 
Maharajah in evidence; nor is it to be presumed that his long 

asserted enjoyment of his Ryots* rents, previous to 
^siNG^H*^ 1242, F.S., could become suddenly interrupted, witli- 
baboo some attempt on his part to enforce, with the aid 

NuND of summary laws, the payment -of rent for 1242, F. S., 
which, up to 1241, F. S., he had collected. Nor, 
further, is it intelligible to us that Plaintiff (Respon- 
dent), without an application to the Magistrate, should 
have suffered the order passed by that Officer, under 
Reg. XV. of 1824, to have been executed to his pre- 
judice, had he not been a party to the summary pro- 
ceeding in which it was issued. We think that, at all 
events, throughout some portion of the line, the 
Principal Sudder Ameen*s endeavour to trace the 
boundary decreed in 1816 a.d. has not been unsuc- 
cessful ; but in this suit we cannot per saltum pass from 
1242 to 1223 (1816), as if to find in that year the 
link of Plaintiff’s right, from which he subsequently 
became dissevered. What we have said of the evi- 
dence of dispossession in 1242, F. S., is equally appli- 
cable to the evidence for possession in 1241 Fuslee, 
or any previous year. We have, in fact, no specific 
evidence that the Plaintiff (Respondent) exercised the 
rights of proprietor between 1223, Fiislee (1816) and 
1242: it is not, for example, shown what rents he 
realized from the 700 heegaJis, and yet the realization 
of rent is the strongest evidence of possession. If 
we were to grant that in the decree of 1816 a.d., to 
a greater or less extent, an inceptive right is traceable, 
we have no evidence of the effect given to the decree, 
and, as already intimated, none to establish the en- 
joyment of an appropriated right between 1816 (1223) 
£vnd the asserted date of dispossession in 1835 (1242). 
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It is, therfore, ordered, that the decree of the Prin- 
cipal Sudder Ameen be reversed, and the suit dis- 
missed with costs : that the Appellant recover from 
the Plaintiff (Respondent), the costs of this Court, 
with interest, to the day of realization, agreeably to 
the account prepared by the Accountant of costs of 
this Court; and that, in order to realize the expenses 
of the Zillah Court, they present a petition in the 
Zillah whence a proper order will be passed, in ac- 
cordance with the purport of the Circular Order, dated 
4th March, 1836. ’ ^ 

The third Judge, Mr. Torre'ns, recorded his opinion 
as follows: — “In a case circumstanced as the present, 
both as to the character of the claim, and the mode in 
which the proceedings of the Lower Court were con- 
ducted, I am unable to agree with my colleagues in the 
reversal of the decree passed, simply on the ground 
of the record, as now before us, not containing fuller 
proofs of the alleged act of dispossession. The latter 
part of the issue, which the pleaders of both parties, 
certainly with the permission of this Court, have 
agreed to, cannot, it appears to me, be satisfactorily 
tried without first considering whether the map pre- 
pared by the orders of the Lower Court shows, as 
stated in the decision, the true boundary between the 
two villages, as determined in the suit between the 
fathers of the litigant parties in 1816. If it be as 
the Lower Court has now decided, it was surely for 
the Appellants in some way to show how, in direct 
opposition to a former judgment, they had passed the 
line of boundary and acquired possession of land held 
on such strong title against them as a final decree of 
Court. The principal Sudder Ameen's decision may 
in effect be wrong or not; but it has been based, I 
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consider, purely on comparison of the map, which he 
had prepared by his x^inloli with the boundaries as 
laid doAvn in the decree of 1816 A.n. He has taken 
two fixed points indicated, in the map as those betwixt 
which a line running in a northern and southern 
direction was drawn under the decision of that year, 


which line fixed the boundary of the Plaintiff’s, (Re- 
spondent’s,) village of Gopaulpore, and the Appellants’ 
village of Ranipore. The Appellants assent to one 
of these points, the most southern, as the true point 
— contending that the map, as laid down, has shifted 
the northern point from its real position. To sho^v 
Ibis, they refer to copies of former maps filed or 
agreed to by the Respondent, and to the relative posi- 
tion as there given, and as now existing in the 
Mof^lssil, of certain known landmarks and village 
boundaries, bearing on the disputed site of the 
northern point fixed in 1816 a.d. The investigations 
of the Principal Stidder Ameen have been mainly 
directed to these obligations; and having concluded 


that the map prepared by his Amlah set them aside, 
and that it had defined the true boundary as laid 
down in 1816 a.d., without ever holding any pro- 
ceedings, as imperatively required by law, under 
sec. 10, Reg. XXVI,, 1814, he first determines £he 
case chiefly on this conclusion, but also on oral 
evidence of dispossession. On an appeal, the Sud~ 
der Court, seeing the illegality of the decision without 
the proceedings referred to, remanded the case. On 
the 4th of December, 1852, the Principal Sudder Ameen 


went through what he considered the form of proceed- 
ing, and on the 13th, decided that the points then set- 
tled for adjudication had already been proved and dis- 


posed of by his first decision ; and so, without indicating 
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the necessity of any further proof, and without the l)e- . 
fendants haviiii? preferred any further objection than maharajah 

^ ^ Known H 

that the deputation of an unsworn Amlak to make a 
map was opposed to rule, he decided the case merely 
by reference to his former judgment. This mode of 
proceeding entirely defeats the object of clauses 3 
and 4, sec. 10, Reg. XXVI., 1814, and the Plaintiff 
(Respondent) has thus necessarily rested through- 
out on the Lower Court’s view of the map and 
boundary, and has not been, as I think, ever in a 
position to bring forward more substantial proof on 
the point of dispossession. That which he had given 
on this point in the informal trial, the oral ovidenc<i 
of a few ignorant Ryots^ is quite as good as any 


evidence given by the Defendants as to their ever 
having remained in undisturbed occupancy of the 
lands. Neither party, in fact, from having directed 
their chief attention to the principal Siidder Ameen^s 
investigation and judgment on the boundaries, have ad- 
duced the best evidence which might be procured on 
the questions of possession and dispossession ; and it 
is to be observed in this country, before the recent 
revenue survey, where disputes exist respecting tracts 
of land on the confines of two contiguous ZeviifiduTies, 


which tracts, as in this instance, are not shown to be 
held by resident Ryots j the Ryots of one ZemindaT 
cultivate one part of the disputed land one year, and 
those of the other Zemindar another part of the next 
year, so that there is no very defined possession until 
some act occurs on the part of either which drives 
the other into Court; and, I, therefore, think, in this 
case, without authentic collection papers produced, 
or without the evidence of more respectable witnesses, 
that even on the question of dispossession, the boun- 
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dary line, if the principal Sudder Ameen's decision on 
it be correct, is our most certain guide. Be that as 
it may, I conceive that his irregular proceedings, as 
before noticed, gave no opportunity for Plaintiff’s 
bringing fuller proof as to the act of dispossession; 
and I certainly would say, with much deference to 
my colleagues, that without determining the correct- 
ness or otherwise of the map and boundary line as 
compared with the former decision, the Court is in 
no position to set aside the decree on the grounds 
assigned. The petition of plaint does not appear to 
me to imply simply one single act of dispossession; 
it states that the Defendants had first, on plea of a 
decision passed in their favour in a case under Reg. XV. 
of 1824, with other parties, contrived to obtain posses- 
sion of 200 beef/aJis within the old boxmdary in 1242, 
F.S., and then, working on this, encroached on, or 
took possession of, the whole 700 heegahs now claimed. 
The Plaintiff, finding they had done so, sent for them, 
and called on them to retire from beyond the boun- 
dary; and on their persisting in not doing so, at 
length brought his present action, so as to be within 
the period of limitation. In the first decision of the 
Principal S}iddcT A'inccn, he states that the map of 
his Amlalh on which he has adjudicated the case, is 
supported by the Revenue survey map, prepared 
whilst the ease was pending; and, under all circum- 
stances, instead of finally reversing the order passed, 
1 would return the case to the Principal Sudder A7neen 
for re-trial, after having an intelligible map prepared, 
such as prescribed by the Circular Order of this 
Court, No. 173, of the 5th of May, 1852, a.d., 
which would show distinctly the relative posi- 
tions and distances of the points by which the 
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boundary line of 1816 was laid down: and on the i 860 , 
question of possession or dispossession, 1 would mahai^jah 
require that further and more substantial evidence ^ba^oo'' 
should be taken, by enforcing the provision of Act, No. ^ 

19 of 1853. Such a course, I thinly, would be most 
equitable, and most likely to put an end to litigation, nund 
which, to judge from some of the statements made, 
would appear to liave been going on resiDecting 
the same boundary, in greater or less degree, ever 

since 1199, B.S., notwithstanding numerous decisions 

passed.’’ 

The present appeal was brought from tiie decree of 
the majority of the Court. 

The appeal was argued by 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q, C., and ilr. Leith, for the 
Appellant, and 


Mr. Forsyth, Q. C., and Mr. W. Field, for the 
Respondents. 

The material arguments are stated and referred to 
in their Lordships’ judgment, which was delivered by 30th juiy, 

The Lord Justice Turnek. ’ 

The parties to this cause are the proprietors of two 
contiguous Zemindaries in Zillali Bhayidpore. For 
many years the Zomindary called Peryiinnah Nursing- 
pore Koorah, which includes the village called 
Mouzah Gopaxdpore, has been held by the Appellant, 
or his ancestors; whilst the family of the Respondents 
has been in the possession of the Zemindary called 
N4redegur, which includes the villgige called 
Rampoor, 

Tliat litigation concerning the boundaries of the 
two estates has been frequent, if not incessant. 
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In the year 1792, there was a suit to settle the dis- 
puted boundaries of Mouzah Surseeah, part of the 
Appellant’s Zemindary, Nursinypore Koorah, and 
Mouzah Jyepore Puckree, part of the Zemindary of 
Naredegur. This was determined in accordance with 
the award of an AmeeUy appointed with the consent 
of both parties, named Khoda Yaar Khan^ which 
fixed, or ought to have fixed, the boundaries between 
the two MouzahSy and so far, those between the two 
Zemindaries. It may be proper to mention, though 
the circumstance is not now material, that this suit 
was between an ancestor of the Appellant and one 
Deo Raj Suigh, who appears to have dispossessed 
at that time the Respondents’ ancestor of Naredegur^ 

In 1816, two suits were pending between Mohun 
Singhy the grandfather of the Respondents, and 
Maharajah Chuttur Singh, the grandfather of the 
Appellant. In one of them Mohun Singh, as Plain- 
tiff, claimed as part of Mouzah Rampoor, two hundred 
and fifty-one beegahs of land, which the Maharajah, as 
Defendant, insisted formed part of Mouzah GopauU 
pore. In the other, the Maharajah, as Plaintiff, 
claimed as part of Mouzah Gopaulpore, four hundred 
beegahs of land, lying to the north and west of the 
lands in question in the other suit, and Mohun Singh, 
as Defendant, insisted that they were comprised in 
Mouzah Rampoor. In the first suit the Zti/a/i Judge, 
proceeding in part upon the old award of Khoda 
Yaar Khan, of which both parties admitted the 
accuracy, drew a boundary line between the two 
Mouzahs, and gave to the Plaintiff so much of the land 
claimed as fell within Mouzah Rampoor thus defined. 
The suit of Chuttur Singh he simply dismissed, inas- 
much as the whole of the four hundred beegahs 
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claimed by him were clearly within Mouzah Rampoor 
as defined by tlie other decree. Both decrees were, 
on the appeal of Maharajah Cimttur Singh, confirmed 
in 1818, by the then Court of appeal at Faina. 

In 1834, there was a summary proceeding in the 
Criminal Court under Regulation XV^. of 1824, touch- 
ing the possession of two hundred beegahs of land 
which were claimed on the one side by the then pro- 
prietors of Naredegur as part of Mouzah Rampoor, 
and on the other by two widows who had acquired an 
interest in Mouzah Maholee, a village foi’ining part of 
Nursingpore Poorah, and eitlier identical with or con- 
tiguous to Mouzah Gopaidpore, which, in these pro- 
ceedings, is sometimes called Gopaulpore Maholee. 
The decision of the Magistrate was to the effect, that 
the proprietors of Naredegur were in possession of the 
lands in question, and ought to be maintained in it. 
To this proceeding, which bears date the 24th of 
May, 1834, no person whom the Appellant represents 
was directly a party. He has, liowever, produced it 
for a particular purpose, and made it part of his 
case. It is unnecessary, at least for the present, to 
go more fully into those earlier proceedings, because, 
if material at all, they can only be material as evi- 
dence upon one or other of the issues raised in the 
present suit. 

This suit was instituted in August, 1845, by the 
father of the present Appellant. Tt was for the recovery 
of seven hundred beegahs of land, alleged to have been 
part of Mouzah Gopaulpore, but admitted to have 
been in the possession of the Respondents, though 
by wrongful title, since May, 1834, or for a period 
commencing soon after that date. The ease made 
by the Plaintiff on his pleadings was shortly this: — 
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That the seven Imndied heegahs in question weie 
witiiiii Motizah Gopaulpore as defined by the decree 
of 1816; that the Defendants had taken possession 
of them, under colour of the award of the 24th of 
Mag, 1834, some time in the year 1835, and had 
ever since continued in possession; but that during 
‘ tliese ten years, and in order to prevent the insti- 
tution of a suit against them, they had repeatedly 
admitted the Plaintiff’s title, and promised to restore 

the land. 

The Defendants’ case, on their x>leadiugs, was to 
this effect That the seven hundred heegahs claimed 
were within the boundary of Mouzah liampoor as de- 
fined by the decree of 1816; that they were, in fact, 
the aggregate of the two hundred and fifty-one heegahs 
and four hundred heegahs, whieh wQxe the subject of 
the two suits finally determined \>y the confirmation 
of that decree in 1818; that the title to them was, 
therefore, res judicata; and further, that in any case, 
the Plaintiff and his father had been out of possession 
of tlicm for upwards of twelve years next before the 
institution of the suit, which was, therefore, barred 
by the Kegulation of Limitation. 

On the statements, therefore, of the two parties, it 
appears that the substantial questions of fact in dis- 
pute between them were : — 

First. What was the boundary-line laid down by 
the decree of 1816, to which both appealed? 

Second. Was the Plaintiff, or his father, ChuUiir 
Singh, in possession of the lands claimed at any timq. 
within the period of twelve years next before the in- 
stitution of the suit? 

The words of the decree of 1816 are: “It is, 
therefore, ordered, that from the edge of the old 
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handh eastward, which is in the map of the Plaintiff, 
and from the old pokhur, which is in the map of the 
Defendant, and all along to Lullahee Ghaut south- 
ward, which is in the map of the Plaintiff, and which 
the Defendant states to be Ghaut Suspatee, the boun- 
dary is fixed of Mouzah Rampoor, the Milkeut of the 
Plaintiff, from Mouzah Gopaulpore Maholee, the pro- 
perty of the Defendant.” 

The parties to the present suit were agreed as to 
the position of Ghaut Suspateej or Lullahee^ but dif- 
fered materially as to the position of the two other 
points. It might well be supposed that this con- 
tention could be settled by the production of the 
two maps referred to in the decree. Unfortunately, 
the Appellant impugns the genuineness of the map 
which is put in by the Respondents, as that 
produced by Mohun Singh, the Plaintiff in 1816 ; 
and on the map put in by the Appellant as the map 
produced by Chuttur Singh, the Defendant in 1816, 
there appear to be several Pokhurs or tanks and an 
oval mark which, though it contains no description 
but the words ” Peepw? tree,” the Appellant now con- 
tends, denoted' the old Pokhur referred to in the de- 
cree. Hence the common appeal to the decree of 
1816 does nothing more than settle one of the ter- 
mini of the boundary line, and resolve the general 
issue of the boundary line into the two particular 
issues, where was the old handhi and, where the old 
Pokhur 1 

The Principal Sudder Atneen, before whom this suit 
was pending, took the evidence which each side ten- 
dered, touching either the possession of the disputed 
land or the boundary question. He also, by a pro- 
ceeding, dated the 5th of May, 1847, directed one 
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Lallah Sheeb Lall, the Record Keeper of his Court, 
to visit the spot and make a plan of the disputed 
land in the presence of both parties. To the cha- 
racter and mode of proceeding of the Lallah objection 
is no longer taken. He visited the spot and made a 
map or plan, and a report. Upon these materials 
and the evidence taken previously, the Principal 
Sudder Ameen made his first decree in favour of the 
Appellant. It is dated the 28th of December, 1848. 
Prom that decree the Respondents appealed to the 
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut. In the appellate Court 
a preliminary objection was taken to the decree on 
the ground that the Principal Sudder Ameen had 
omitted to draw up the issues in the suit in con- 
formity with cl. 3, sec. 10, of Regulation XXVI. of 
1814 ; and the Court saw fit to remand the cause to the 
Judge below, with a direction to lay down the issues 
in the regular way, and “ having called upon both 
parties for proofs and refutations of those issues, to 
try and determine the cause de novo,’* The cause 
went back ; and the Judge laid down the issues, 
which were, substantially, — Whether the lands in 
question were within the boundaries of Moumh 
Rampoor, as defined by the decree of 1816, and 
whether the Plaintiff’s suit was within the period 
of limitation or not. By the same proceeding, which 
was dated the 4th of December, 1852, he ordered 
that the parties should be called upon for their 
proofs. The Appellant took no advantage of the 
opportunity thus afforded to him of giving fresh evi- 
dence ; but, by petition, prayed for judgment on the 
evidence, oral and documentary, already given. The 
Respondents only filed certain judgments of the 
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut, given in other cases, for 
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the purpose of showing the invalidity of Lallah Sheeb °'. 

hall’s investigation and report,— a point now given 

up. The Principal Sudder Anieen, therefore, made daboo 

^ , , , • i? „ MfRASUR 

upon the old evidence a second decree in lavour oi t,iNGH 
the Plaintiff in the suit. Against it the present Re- 
spondents renewed their appeal to the Sudder 
Dewanny Adawlut. 


V. 

Baboo 

NUND 

LOLL Singh. 


The appellate Court was divided, not so much on 
the merits of this case as upon the proper method of 
determining them. Two of the Judges, without 
entering into the boundary question, or impugning 
the decision of the Court below on that point, were 
for reversing the decree, and dismissing the suit on 
the ground that the Plaintiff had failed to prove his 
possession of the disputed lands at any time between 
1816 and the commencement of the suit, or his 
alleged dispossession of them at any time in or after 
May, 1834. The dissentient Judge did not go the 
length of saying that the decree below ought to be 
affirmed. He seems to have thought that the finding 
of the Court as to the boundary line might shift the 
burden of proof as to the time and manner of dis- 
possession on the Defendants ; that on both issues 
there had been a mis-trial, and that it was proper to 
remand the case for another trial after the prepara- 
tion of a more intelligible map, and taking further 
and better evidence on the question of possession, 
particularly that of the parties under the provisions 
of Act, No. XIX. of 1853. The opinion of the ma- 
jority of course prevailed, the decree of the Court 
below was reversed, and the Appellant’s suit dis- 
missed. Against that decree of the Sudder Court, 
the present appeal has been preferred. 

The learned Counsel ‘for the Appellant have not 
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strongly contended that the proper order to be made 
on this appeal, is one remitting the case for re-trial 
in the manner suggested by Mr. Torrens in the Sudder 
Court. They have rather insisted that on the mate- 
rials now before their Lordships, he is entitled to have 
the decree made in his favour by the Principal Sudder 
Ameen, alBrmed. Their Lordships, however, desire to 
observe that in their judgment the majority of the 
Sudder Court was right in treating the cause as ripe 
for final decision. The Appellant had had, at all 
events from the date of the settlement of the issues, 
clear notice of what he had to prove. He had 
been called upon to adduce further evidence on 
those issues if he had any to give. He advisedly 
declined to do so, and called for the judgment of the 
Court upon the evidence already given. If this 
manner of trial were irregular, it is not for him to 
complain of an irregularity committed at his instance, 
or with his consent. And the suspicion, however 
probable, of the Judge, that a party who has failed to 
prove his case, may be more successful on a second 
and fuller investigation, is no sufficient ground for 
directing a new trial. 

Again, their Lordships concur with the majority of 
the Sitdder Court in thinking that the issue of pos- 
session is the first to be considered in this case, and 
that it is wholly independent of the boundary ques- 
tion. The Appellant is seeking to disturb the pos- 
session, admitted to have existed for about eleven 
years, of Defendants, who insist on a possession of 
much longer duration as a statutory bar to the suit. 
It clearly lies on him to remove that bar by satis- 
factory proof that the cause of action accrued to him 
(for that is the way in which the Regulation puts it) 
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on a dispossession within twelve years next before iS6o. 
the conamencement of the suit; and, therefore, that maharajah 

K()c )WU R 

he, or some person through whom he claims, was in haboo 
possession during that period. No proof of anterior 
title, such as would be involved in the decision of b/boo 
the boundary question in his favour, can relieve him ^ 
from this burden, or shift it upon his adversaries by 
compelling them to prove the time and manner of 
dispossession. The lands in question may have been 
part of Monsali Gopaulporc^ and as such may have 
been enjoyed by his ancestor, and yet he may have 
lost, by lapse of time, his right to recover them. 

Their Lordships, therefore, propose to consider in 
the first place, what evidence there is that the Ap- 
pellant, or any person through whom he claims, 
was in possession of the lands in question at any 
time within twelve years next before the commence- 
ment of the suit. 

There are eight witnesses examined on the part of 
the Appellant. They all agree in stating that his grand- 
father, Chuttnr Singh, was in possession of the lands 
in question until some time in the Fnslee year 1242, 
corresponding vnth 1835, a.d., and was dispossessed 
under colour of the Magistrate’s order of May, 1834. 

All of them, with the exception of the second, Bahoo 
Bam Mund'ur, speak of this dispossession as “ forci- 
ble as effected with more or less of violence, and 
in the face of opposition on the part of the occupiers 
of the land. They do not agree as to the fact whether 
or no a Peon from the Magistrate’s Court was present 
to give effect to the order of May, 1834. They are 
pretty well agreed that the disputed land was, before 
the alleged dispossession, for the most part under 
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cultivation ; that the cultivated portion of it was 
3\t MiARAjAH rented at from Rs. 2 to Rs. 2. 6 a. per heegah, and 
raboo yielded from Rs. 1,100, to 1,300, per annum. Some of 
^siNGH*^ them give the names of the cultivators ; some, but 

Baboo speak as if the whole land had been farmed 

NuND \yy Qj^0 Tajaen, who, in such case, would have paid 

I ^ 1 (j H ■ • T T T A T— 

a gross rent to the Zemindar^ and have made tne 
collections from the Ryots on his own account. No 
such person was produced as a witness ; nor is the 
oral testimony supported by the production of any 


paper purporting to be lease, Pottah, Kahoolyat, or 
receipt for rent,— the usual adminicula of proof in 
such cases. Again, most of the witnesses concur in 
saying that, before the alleged dispossession, there 
was but one hamlet on the disputed lands, the inha- 
bitants of which deserted it upon the dispossession ; 
and that the Defendants had, year by year, since 


1835, established three or four new hamlets upon 


them. 


The Appellant’s witnesses are contradicted by 
some nine or ten on the part of the Respondents. 
The general scope of this latter testimony is to show 
that the disputed lands are ^nthin the boundary of 
Rampoor as defined by the decree of 1816, and have 
ever since that date been in the possession of the Re- 
spondents’ family ; that they are identical with the 
400 and 251 heegahs which were the subjects of the 
two suits of 1816 ; that the 251 heegalis, or part of 
them, were also the subject of the dispute with the 
widows of Tej Narain Singh, which was settled by 
the order of Mag, 1834 ; and that there are three 
hamlets on the lands in question in the suit, of which 
the latest in date had, in 1847, been established for 
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upwards of twenty years. This testimony is also 
unsupported by documents: but the last of the 
nesses seems to be somewhat more respectable in sahoo 
point of station than the Appellant s witnesses. Let singh 
it bo granted, however, that the oral evidence on the y 

part of the Eespondents is no better than that 
the part of the Appellant ; it must still lie on the 
Appellant to make out his case ; and their Lordships 
have next to consider whether he has done so, by 
the greater probability of the tale told by his wit- 

nesses. 

Their Lordships arc of opinion, that the balance of 
probabilities is decidedly against him. His witnesses 
agree that the land was for the most part under culti- 
vation, and yielded a considerable revenue. They 
treat the dispossession as a single and forcible act. 

These admissions exclude the hypothesis, which was 
sometimes suggested in the course of the argument, 
that the Respondents’ possession may have been gra- 
dually acquired by squatting on waste land. Again, 
the theory is, that possession was gained under colour 
of the order of Maij, 1834. Tlie 200 heef/aJis which 
were the subject of that order, are either included 
in the 700 hregahs now in dispute, or are distinct 
from them. On the latter assumption it is not easy 
to see (and this difficulty is wholly unexplained) how 
an order maintaining one man in the possession of 
certain lands can be made an instrument for turning 
another man out of the possession of other lands. 

The former assumption implies that 700 heegdhs were 
taken under an award for only 200 heegahs ; that the 
proceeding before the Magistrate, who had only juris- 
diction to determine the fact of possession, was had 
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i8'io. between two parties, neither of whom was really in 
MAHARAJAH possession ; and that he, in whose favour the order 

was made, successfully used it to eject the actual 
possessor of the lands, who being no party to the 
proceeding, was not bound by it. Such doings may 

not be without example in India ; but those aggrieved 
LOLL MNGH. ordinarily acquiesce in them. Lastly, 

in any view of the evidence there was a palpable, if 
uot violent, invasion of Chnttur Singh’s Possession 
laiown to him at the time. Is it conceivable that 
one so prone to litigation as he is show to have 
been, would not immediately have sought redress 

either by a summary proceeding under Reg. . 
1824, or by regular suit! To account for his un- 
natural acquiescence, the Appellant and his witnesses 
have recourse to a very common subterfuge of false- 
hood. They say that the Respondents admitted their 
adversary’s title, and promised to restore the lands. 
The plaint alleges that there repeated assurances 

of this kind. The witnesses only depose to one ante 
litem mot am; but add that ten years afterwards, when 
the suit had been commenced by Chuttvr Singh’s son, 
the Respondents again offered to relinquish the lands 
on being released from the claim for mesne profits. 
Their Lordships consider this part of the Appellant’s 
case simply incredible. And, on the whole evidence, 

they are of opinion, that he has failedi to give that 
proof of the alleged possession of Cliuttur Singh 
which is essential to the maintenance of this suit. 


This being so, it is unnecessary to go into the 
boundary question. Upon that, although sensible of 
the force of Mr. Palmer^s observation that questions 
of that kind are presumably best determined by 



ON APPEAL PROM THE EAST INDIES. 


225 


local Judges, their Lordships are by no means satis- 
tied that the Principal Sudder Ameen has come to a " 

correct conclusion, or that the lands in question are 
within the limits of Mouzah Gopaidpore as defined by singh 
the decree of 1816. But they do not decide this lUHOO 
question. Their decision of the other question is of 
itself sufficient ground for the recommendation, which 
they propose to make to Her Majesty, that this 
appeal be dismissed with costs. 


The Government of Bengal - - 

AND 

Mussumat Shurrtjfputoonnissa 
(after her death, Sayyud Shah As- 
sad OoLAH, her son and heir), and 
Sayyud Shah Enayet Hossein - - 


Appellant^ 


I 

). Respondents. 


On appeal from the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut at 

Calcutta. 


Bengal Limitation Begulaiion (II of 1805), S. 2, cl. (2) — Consti'vction 
— Puhlic Tight ’* — Recovery of costs of Government in suit, if constitutes 
— Limitation — Exemption from — Sufficient cause. 

Under the provisions of the Statute, 3rd & 4th Will. IV., c. 41, and the 
Order in Council of the 4th September, 1833, an appeal from the Sudder 
Court in India was brought to a hearing by the East India Com^ny, be- 
fore the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, and, by an Order in 
Council made on the appeal in 1836, the costs incurred in prosecuting the 

This appeal arose under the following circum- 2 sth June 

i860. 

stances : — ^ 

Some time previously to the year 1833, an appeal 
was preferred to His late Majesty in Council, by 
Shah Assud Oolah, the father of Sayyud Shah Enayet 

• Present : Members of the Judicial Committee, — The Right 
Hon. liord Kingsdown, the Right Hon. Dr. Lushin^on, the 
Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. Sir John 

.Taylor Coleridge. 

Assessors, — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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nrpoal .vorc directed to be paid to the East In^a Company by the r^- 
pectivo parties to the appeal, or their representatives, 

Order in^ Council of the 18th of November, 1833. On a 5® 

appeal, to recover part of the costs incurred by the East India Company in 
bringing the appeal to a hearing. Held: — 

Eirst that the recovery of the costs incurred by the East India Com* 
pany being in the character of agents to prosecute the dormant appeal, 
uiuler the Statute, 3rd & 4th Will. IV., e. 41, sec. 22, and Order in 

Council of the 4th f^epiember, 1833, did not constitute a “ . 

within the provisions of cl. 2, s^*c. 2, of Ben. Reg. II. of 1805, -whi^ 
gives the Government a period of siTtv years for bringing 

Secondly, that the claim was barred by sec. 14 of Ben. Reg. TIT. of 1793, 
and the Court in prohibited from entertaining the suit, as it had 

not been brought within twelve years, the time limited by that Regula- 
tion. 


The Respondents appeared by Counsel at the hearing to ^ argne the 
appeal, without hainng lodged a printed ease. Their Lordships refused 
to hear the appeal, until a printed ease was lodged. 


TJosfiein, one of the present Respondents, a.srainst 
Mnufiuwnt as Respondent, from a decision 

of the Sifdd'F-r Dcwdfi'ny Adciwlut in 

Tinder the provisions of Statute, 3rd & 4th Will. 
ly., c. 41, sec. 22, and the Order in Council of the 
4th Sepfenthrr, 1833, that appeal ws brought to a 
hearing hy the East India Company, before the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council : and on 
the 7th of nreemher, 1836, the Judicial Committee 
reported to His late Majesty, that the decree of the 
SuddcT Dcivcififiy Addwhit should be affirmed ; and 
their Lordships directed that there should be paid to 
the East India Company, or their agent, by the 
Appellant and Respondent respectively, or their re- 
spective representative or representatives, certain sums 
for costs of bringing the appeal to a hearing. This 
report of the Judicial Committee was confirmed by an 

Order in Council, dated the 22nd of December, 1836. 

♦ 

Previously to the decision upon the above appeal, 
Shah Assud OoUah died, leaving Sayyud Shah Enayet 
Hossein his only son and heir, who succeeded to his * 
father’s estate. 
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Early in tlie year 1837, the Government of Bengal ^ 
proceeded to adopt measures for the realization of the OovfrN ■ 
sum of Es. 31,019. Oa. 12p., the amount of the costs of 

due to the East India Company under the 
in Council founded upon the decision of the Judi- u- 
cial Committee ; and, upon the application of the 
Government, orders were issued by the Judges of 
Zillah Bhagnlpoor for the sale of certain Monzahs 
and other property, real and personal, of Shah 
Asswd Oollah, which had descended to Sayinit Shah 
Enayet H ossein ; hut, previously to the execution 
of such orders, Mvssnmat Shnrruffutoonnissa, the 
wife of Sayynt Shah Enayet Hossein, and one of 
the present Eespondents, presented a petition to the 
Zillah Judge, stating that a deed of gift of the 
real property advertised for sale had been executed 
by Shah Assiid Oollah, in favour of Sayyut Shah 
Enayet Hossein, in the year 1811, and had been as- 
signed to her by her husband in lieu of dower by a 
deed of sale, and that she had obtained a decree from 
the Provincial Court of Moorshedabad, dated the 17th 
of May, 1830, for the property embraced in the deed 
of sale. Syed Willayut Hossein, and others, also pre- 
sented a petition to the Zillah Judge, stating that they 
had a half share in the Movsahs advertised for sale. 

The objections raised by the petition of Mussumat 
Shurruffntoon/nissa were disallowed by the Zillah 
Judge ; and the consideration of the other petition 
postponed. On the 29th of December, 1837, an 
order was passed for sale of half of the real pro- 
perty of Sayyut Shah Enayet Hossein. Mussumat 
Shurruffutoonnissa being dissatisfied with the order of 
the Zillah Judge, preferred a summary appeal to the 
Sudder Detvanny Adawlut ; and, on the 31st of 
January, 1839, that Court reversed such order and 
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ordered all the property comprised in the decree of 
the Provincial Court of Moorshedahad to be released, 
upon the ground that, on the face of the documents 
filed by Miissumat Shurriiffutoonnissay no summary 
order disturbing her possession could be passed. 

A sum of Rs. 25 only was realised by the sale of 
the moveable property of Shah Assud Oollah, left to 
Sayyut Shah Enayet Hossein. 

Several efforts were afterwards made to recover 
from the surety of the original Appellant the money 
due to the East India Company ; but it was found 
that his landed property had already been sold, 
partly for arrears of Government revenue, and partly 
in execution of decrees enforced by decree holders ; 
and nothing could be obtained from him. The Go- 
vernment, then, at various dates, presented petitions 
to the Court of the Principal Sudder Ameen, praying 
for the arrest of Sayyut Shah Enayet Hossein, and 
for the sale of other property belonging to him. But 
upon certain objections being taken to the proposed 
sale, an order was made by the Sudder Dewanny 
Adaxvlut on the 15th of May, 1849, prohibiting the 
sale. Afterwards, in conformity with the directions 
of the Sudder Court, contained in a letter from that 
Court, dated the 3rd of September, 1850, an order 
was made by the Zillah Court on the 6th of De- 
cember in that year, whereby an apportionment was 
made of the sum of Rs. 31,019. Oa. 12p. due for 
costs, as specified in the Order in Council; and it 
was declared that of that amount, the sum of 
Rs. 26,027. 8a. was due from the original Appellant, 
Shah Assud Oollah, and the sum of Rs. 4,991. 9a. 2p. 
was due from the original Respondent, Mussumat 
Emamun, The whole of the latter sum was subse- 
quently realized by the Government. 
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In the meantime, frequent attempts had been made 
to arrest Sa^tyut Shah En-ayet Hossein for the debt ikk 

. COVERN- 

due from him, but without success. mentof 

The Government then petitioned the Zillah Court, 
praying for the attachment and sale of the Pi’operty 
of Sayyut Shah Enayet Hossein, but this petition was toonnissa. 

rejected by the Court. 

Upon this, the Government filed a plaint on the 
25th of June, 1852, in the Court of the Principal 
Sudder Ameen of Zillah Bhagulpoor, against Mussumat 
Shurruffutoonnissa and Sayyut Shah Enayet Hossein 
stating the facts above mentioned, and charging that 
the deed of gift to Sayyut Shah Enayet Hossein and 
the assignment to the Defendant, Mussumat Shurruffu^ 
toonnissa were fraudulent and collusive, and praying 
that the sum of Rs. 26,002. 8a., the sum declared to 
be due from Sayyut Shah Enayet Hossein, under the 
apportionment made by the order of the Zillah Court, 
dated the 6th of December, 1850, after deducting the 
sum of Rs. 25, and also the sum of Rs. 19,750. la. 9p., 
for interest thereon, might be awarded to them, 
and that an order of sale be issued of the landed 
property specified in a schedule annexed to the plaint, 
which was the same property as was claimed by the 
‘ Respondent, Mussumat Shurruffutoonnissa. 

The Respondents put in separate answers to the 
plaint, and thereby pleaded, amongst other things not 
material to the question raised in the present appeal, 
that the Government’s right of action was barred by 
the Regulation of Limitations, Ben. Reg. III. of 
1793, sec. 14, more than twelve years having inter- 
vened between the date of the summary order of the 
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut, of the Slat of January, 

1839, and the date of the institution of the suit. 

Replications to the answers were filed by the 
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Government which, amongst other things, insisted that 
the rule of limitation pleaded by the Respondents 
was not applicable to the claim of the Government. 

On the 19 th of June, 1855, Mr. Colin Macdonald, 
the Principal Sudder Ameen, decided that the deeds on 
which the Respondent, Mussumat Shurruffutoonnissa, 
relied, were fraudulent and void ; and that, in con- 
formity with the provisions of clauses 1 & 2, sec. 2, 
Ben. Reg. II. of 1805, the claim of the Government, 
being for a public right, could be preferred within 
sixty years, and he accordingly made a decree in 
favour of the Government. 

The Respondents appealed to the Sudder Dewanny 
Adawluf, and the appeal was heard before the full 
Court, consisting of Messrs. Trevor, Lock, and Bayley, 
and, on the 30th of April, 1858, Mr. Trevor and Mr. 
Lock, in opposition to the opinion of Mr. Bayley, 
made a decree reversing the decree of the Principal 
Sudder Ameen, upon the ground that the claim of 
the Government was not for a public right, as pro- 
vided by cl. 2, sec. 2, Reg. II. of 1805, and, there- 
fore, that the suit was barred by sect. 14, Reg. III. 
of 1793, as the suit had not been brought within 

twelve years. 

From this decree the present appeal was brought. 

An appearance was entered for the Respondents, 
but no case was lodged by them. When the appeal 
came on for hearing their Lordships*^ refused to hear 
the Respondents’ Counsel unless a printed case was 

• Present: Membcr.s of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon the Lord Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir 
Edward Ryan, the Right lion, the Lord Justice Turner, and the 
Right Hon! Sir John Taylor Coleridge. 

Tlie Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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lodged. Upon the Respondents undertaking to lodge 
a case, the hearing of the appeal was adjourned. A 
case having been lodged by the Respondents the ap- 
peal came on for hearing. 

Mr. Forsyth, Q. C., and Mr. IF. IF Melvill, for 
the Government of Bengal, and, 
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Mr. Leith, for the Respondents. 

On the part of the Government, it was insisted, 
first, that their claim to be reimbursed the costs 
paid by the East India Company in the appeal pro 
secuted by them under the Statute, 3rd & 4th 
Will: IV., c. 41, sec. 22, and Orders in Council of the 
4th of September and 18th of November, 1833, {a) was 
“ a public right,*' within the meaning of cl. 2, sec. 
2 of Ben. Reg. II. of 1805, and, therefore, could 
by cl. 2 of the section of that Regulation be preferred 
at any time within the period of sixty years from and 
after the origin of the cause of action. Secondly, that 
the payment of the costs had been demanded ■within 
twelve years and admitted, and that as the present claim 
of the Government was substantially a claim for the sale 
of land of which possession had been acquired by the 
Respondents by fraud, therefore, that the suit instituted 
by Government was not barred by sec. 14 of Ben. 
Reg. III. of 1793, and was within the exception con- 
tained in that section, there being “good and suffi- 
cient cause ” shown why the Government had 
been precluded from obtaining redress. Upon these 
points they cited Troup and Dyce Sombre v. The 
East India Company (5), Prannath Roy Chowdry v. 


(a) Knapp’s P. C. Cases, Appx. pp. xxvii. & xxix. 

(b) 7 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 104. 

B 
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Rookea Begum (a), Rup Chand Sahu v. Jivan Lai 
Ray (h)j and it was further argued that by analogy to 
the Statute of Limitations, 21st Jac* I. c. 16, sec. 3, 
the suit was not barred, as the claim for costs was 
made under an Order in Council which made the Go- 
vernment a decree holder, Mildted v. Rdbiuso'^/ (c). 

For the Respondents, it was submitted, first, that as 
the claim was for costs incurred by the East India 
Company, under the Statute, 3rd & 4th Will. IV. c. 41, 
sec. 22, and the Orders in Council made thereon, and 
not by the Government of India, which was distin- 
guished from the East India Company by Statute, 3rd 
& 4th Will IV. c. 85; therefore, that the suit had been 
improperly brought in India in the name of the Govern- 
ment instead of the East India Company. Secondly, 
that the East India Company's claim for reimbursement 
of the costs incurred by them being in the character of 
agents appointed by the Crown, under the Statute, 3rd 
& 4th Will IV., c. 41, to prosecute the appeal (an 
agency which the Crown could, under that Statute, have 
delegated to any other persons), did not, therefore, con- 
stitute a “ public right " so as to bring the suit within 
the exception of sixty years provided by cl. 2 of sec. 
2 of Be7i. Reg. II. of 1805 ; and, thirdly, that as 
the period of twelve years from the time the cause of 
action accrued had elapsed before the suit was com- 
menced, the Court in India was precluded, Ben. 
Reg. III. of 1793, from hearing and trying the suit by 
sec. 14. The cases of Pudarut Dass v. Futteh Ali {d), 
Sheoraj Singh v. Munsookh Rai (e), were referred to. 

(«) 7 Moore’s Inti. App. Cases, 332. (b) 5 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep., 168. 
(e) 19 Ves., 585. (d) 7 Sud, Dew. Rep. N.W.P., 158. 

(e) 7 Sud. Dew. Rep. N. W. P., 337. 
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Their Lordships’ judgment was delivered by 

The 

The Right Hon. Dr. Lushington. govern- 

It will be necessary in this case merely briefly to 
advert to •some ot the circumstances which lave 
«ten rise to the questions discussed at the bar. It 
appears that there was a suit of very old standing; 
of such great antiquity that even the parties do not 
attempt to state at what period an appeal to His a^ 

Majesty in Council was lodged against a decision of 
the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut at Calcntta. Some 
time prior, however, to the year 1833, an appeal ha 
been preferred by Shah Assud Oollali, the father o 
one of the present Respondents, against Miissumat 

EmavtuUf as Respondent. 

In virtue of the Statute, 3id & 4th IFiti. IV. c. 41, 
that had passed, giving authority to the Crown to ap- 
point the East India Company to take charge of appeals 
aird bring them to a hearing, the appeal was heard; the 
Appellant was condemned in costs; and the decree ot 
the Court below affirmed. Previous to the hearing it 
seems that Shah Assud Oollah had dkd. It does not 
appear from any of the proceedings in this case that 
the present Respondent (his son) had anything to do 
with that appeal whatever individually; but liis father 
having been condemned in the costs, proceedings were 
taken against the son, as possessing the property of his 
father, for the realization of the sum due for costs. 

In the year 1837, the first proceedings in the pre- 
sent case were adopted, and the mode of proceeding 
was this:— The East India Company, in virtue of 
the rights they had acquired to recover the costs, 
proceeded against the son, and also against the wife. 

They proceeded for the purpose of rendering certain 
property, which was claimed by the wife as having 

n 2 
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been conveyed to her by deed of gift of her husband, 
amenable to the payment of those costs. These pro- 
ceedings went on, and by a decree of the Zillah 
Judge, which was made on the 29th of December, 
1837, a sale of half the real property of Shah Enayet 
Hoiiise'ui was directed to be made. But Mussumat 
Shnrru^ffiitooHnism was dissatisfied with this order, 
and appealed to the Sadder Dewaiiny Adaivlut, and 
on the 31st of January, 1839, that Court reversed the 
order of the Zillah Court, and ordered all the property 
comprised in the decree of the Court below to be re- 
leased, upon the ground, that no summary order could, 
in the existing state of things, disturb her possession. 

Now, it is important to see what was really the 
tenor of that order as set forth in the judgment of 
the Sadder Dewanny Adaivlut, which states the facts 
mofe particularly. It appears that this property had 
been registered in the Collectorate in the name of the 
Respondent; that it had been alleged to have been 
given up by deed of sale in lieu of dowei, and that 
she had rightly or wrongly obtained a decree on the 
17th of May, 1830, in her favour. Now, the Sadder 
Adawlut in that case veiy clearly intimated what was 
the state of things, namely, that it was impossible that 
the order of the Judge of the Court below could be 
affirmed, because the only mode of 'proceeding was that 
which they directed to be adopted, namely, to proceed 
regularly to bring the property to sale, and they held 
that no summary order disturbing her possession could 
be passed. 

This took place, as has been stated, on the 31st 
of January, 1839, and no further proceedings were 
taken on the part (if the Government to realize the 
payment of these costs by means of the sale of this 
particular property, until the year 1852, after a lapse 
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oi' tliirtetiu years. When the case cauie to be prose- 
cuted ill 1852, the only objection we need notice was 
an objection made on behall of the present Ee- 
spoiideiits, that the suit could not be heard on account 
of its being barred by the liegulations of Limitations. 
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question at once. 

Two Eeguiations of Limitations have been adverted 
to by the Counsel for the parties before us, namely, 
Regulation ill. of 1793, and Regulation 11. of 1805. 
Assuming that it was possible tliat this suit might be 
governed by Regulation 111. of 1793, Mr. Forsyth 
raised a question that it was excepted, by virtue of 
certain words found in that Regulation, from the ope- 
ration of that R(%ulation, witliout reference to Regu- 
lation 11. of 1805; and he stated that, the money haii 
been demanded by the Government for the matter in 
question, and that the Defendants admitted the cor- 
rectness of the demand. Now, that the money was 
demanded may be perfectly true, and that the Defen- 
dants might have admitted that the demand was 
claimable from some quarter or other, may be perfectly 
true: but that, according to the intent and meaning 
of the words of the Regulation, they admitted that there 
was a claim as against the property in question, there 
certainly is not one atom of evidence before theii 
Lordships. 

Their Lordships think, therefore, that that clause 
ill the first Regulation can have no operation upon this 
case. 

Let us, then, consider the further question raised. 
There is indeed this exception in the Regulation of 
1793, “when, either from minority or other good and 
sufficient cause, he had been precluded from obtaining 
redress.” We will not say that “other good and 


236 


CASES IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL 


i 860 . sufficient cause” are not words so comprehensive 
that they might by possibility extend to anything that 
GOVERN- ^ ^Yie ordinary meaning of those words constitute 

Bengal good and sufficient cause;” but is there any good 
MussuMAT and sufficient cause shown upon the present occasion? 
tTnnTssa: Here, in the month of January, 1839, there is an ex- 
press warning given to the Government, who had 
then sought to make this property amenable for the 
costs, that the proper course was to commence a 
regular suit, and not to proceed in a sunmiary mode. 
They had the proper course pointed out to them; 
tliey had pointed out to them the only course by 
which they could make this property amenable; and 
they neglected for the whole period of thirteen years 
to take any such measure. It is, therefore, quite 
clear, giving the most extensive meaning to the words, 
“other good and sufficient cause,” that it is impossi- 
ble to say that, “either from minority or other good 
and sufficient cause ” they were precluded from ob- 
taining redress. 

We now come to what is certainly a very important 
point, namely, whether Regulation II. of 1805, extends 
to the present case, so as to enable the (Tovernment to 
sue, notwithstanding the lapse of time. Undoubtedly, 
the great object of the Regulation of 1805 was to 
prevent vexatious suits, in consequence of the liti- 
giousness that generally prevails among 1 ]»e natives 
of India, and, in all probability, at was not intended 
at that time to embarrass the East India Company, 
or the Government of India, But, be that as it may, 
Regulation II. of 1805, sec. 2, cl. 2, expressly declares 
that this Regulation of Limitations should not be consi- 
dered applicable to any suit for the recovery of “the 
public revenue,” or for “any public right whatever” 
which luight be instituted by or on behalf of Govern- 
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ment, with the sanction of the Governor-General in 
Council, or by direction of any public Officer or Offi- 
cers who ini^ht be duly authorized to prosecute the 
same on the part of Government; or, secondly, to any 
claims on the part of Government, “whether for the 
assessment of land held exempt from the public re- 
venues without legal and sufficient title to such ex- 
emption, or for the recovery of arrears of the public 
assessment, or for any other public right whatever. “ 
Now, the question turns on the meaning that ought 
properly to be attached to these words, “any other 
public right w’hatever.“ Perhaps it w^ould be too 
strict a construction to say that these words shall be 
construed precisely to be ejusdem generis with those 
matters which are mentioned before, namely, “the 
assessment of land held exempt from the public^^ re- 
venue without legal and sufficient title to such ex- 
emption, or for the recovery of arrears of the public 
assessment;’’ but, although they may not be construed 
with that degree of strictness, yet they must be taken 
to depend upon the same principles, otherwise the 
word “public’’ would have no meaning. 

This brings us to the consideration of the question, 
whether the recovery of these costs does or does not 

t 

constitute a public claim! The Statute, 3rd & 4th 
Will, IV., c. 41, has been read, and we need not 
go through it again. By virtue of that Statute, His 
Majesty in Council might giye such directions as 
He thought fit to the East India Company, or other 
persons, for the prosecution of these suits, and also 
might make such orders for security and for the 
payment of costs as His Majesty in Council should 
think fit. Accordingly, it appears that an Order 
in Council (a) was issued, with a view to carry 
into effect this Statute, and that Order in Council 

(<i) 2 Knapp’s P. C. Cases, Appx. p. xxvii. 
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i 860. directed the East India Company to appoint agents 
and Counsel for the different parties in the appeals 
S?oF ^hen pending, to do ail such matters and things as 
BENGAL been usually transacted and done by agents in 

MussuMAT the prosecution of appeals. Now, we are of opinion, 
?XXa^' that these were all private acts between individuals, 

and that they had not originally in their nature any- 
thing of a public character to be ascribed to them. It 
appears that His Majesty, by another Order in Coun- 
cil (a), directed that the East India Company should 
be “entitled to demand payment of their reason- 
able costs of bringing appeals to hearing by virtue of 
the said Act, to such amount and from such party and 
parties, and shall have a lien for the said costs on 
all monies, lands, goods, and property whatsoever 
which may be recovered in such appeals, and upon 
all deposits which may have been made, and all 
secJurities which may have been given in respect of 
such appeals.'* In other words, that Order in Council 
placed the East India Company in precisely the same 
place and position as the winning party would have 
been in if an appeal had come on in its ordinary 
course. It appears to their Lordships that the nature 
of this transaction was originally of a private charac- 
ter. It continued to be of a private character, and 
the only distinction that can be drawn is this, that the 
East India Company are the agents to assert the right 
of the originally successful party to the costs incurred 
in the appeal. 

It has been observed in the course of this discus- 
sion that other persons might have been appointed, 
and nobody can for a moment say that, if it had 
pleased His Majesty in His wisdom to appoint anybody 
else to' conduct these proceedings and to realize the 
costs, the parties so appointed would not have sued as 

(a) 2 Knapp’s P. C. Cases, Appx. p, xxix. 
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private individuals. It pleased His Majesty, how- , — ^ 
ever, to appoint the Hast India Company. Can the qq^ern- 
appointment of one particular agent change the mentot 
whole character and nature of the transaction from 

_ ^ ^ * * MUSSI/MAa 

beginning* to end, and convert that which was origi- shurruffu- 
nally a private transaction, and nothing but a private 
transaction, into a transaction of a public character 
so as to bring it within the terms of the Regulation 
on which we have commented? Their Lordships 

think that it did not. 

Their Lordships are of opinion, therefore, that the 
decision of the Court below was right, and they wall, 
therefore, humbly recommend Her Majesty to affirm 
that decision, with costs. 


Ram Gopal Mookerjea 


AND 


Samuel Masseyk and Thomas 
J. Kenny ------- 


Appellant, 


I Respondents, 


On appeal from the Sudder Dewanny Adawhit at 

Calcutta. 

Contract — Confttruction — Agreement remitting portion of debt and pro- 
riding for pa\ime»t of balance in instalmenhi— Provision for recovery of 
whole in default— If penal— Time, if of the essence of the contract. 

Ponding tlio oxooution of doerops in suits botwocii A., lessee, and /?., 
under -lessee, for tlie halnnee of rent, C. piirehased B.\<i interest in the under- 
lease For the protection of the property suits were then brouglit by 
C against A. An Ikrarnamah, or agreement, Avas afterwards entered 
into by A. and C., to put an end to the litigation. This agreement re- 
cited that C. was indebted to A. in a certain sum which C. agreed to 
pay, upon a remission by A. of part of his claim, by two instalments at 

N 

the 

2a. ^ 

an Ikrarnawah (deed of agreement), dated the 23rd of 


tliis ca.se the Appellant brought a suit against 
Respondents to recover the sum of Rs. 12,829. ^ 

7p. for principal and interest due to him under 


•present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 

Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Right Hon. Dr. Lushington, and the 
Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan. 

AHsessors , — The Right Hon. Sir I..a\^Tenee Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir Janies W. Colvile. 
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i860. spewfied dates; and the agreement then provided that, if default was 

paying the instalments then that the remitted money was 

^ secured upon certain property comprised 

MOOKERJea in the underlease, as well as by making C. himself liable. No place was 

specified, nor was there any custom established by the evidence, where the 
MASSEYK, inoney was to be paid. The instalments were paid, but not until some time 
after the days specified in the agreement. The money had been tendered 
to s Mookhtar, but refused by Inm from the fact of A. being absent, 
and also on the ground that interest was not tendered. A. afterwards 
brought an action against and C. to recover the sum remitted by 
the Ikrarnamah, on the ground that by the conditions of that agreement, 
the instalments should liave been punctually paid upon the specified 
^ys, which had not been done, nor had any legal tender been made. 
Held by the Judicial Committee (affirming the decree of the Sudder 
Be^oanny Adawlut), (1) that although A. had agreed to remit part of his • 
demand on condition of receiving payment on specified days, or in default 
that the remitted sum was to be paid, yet that there was nothing in the 
agreement which made the payment of the instalments on the days fixed 
the essence of the contract, and that the Judicial Committee would not 
apply the teeluiicalitios of the English law with respect to breach of 
contracts to such an agreement, (2) that the penalty could not be en- 
forced, as there was a honii fide endeavour to pay the money on the 
specified days, and ( 3 ) that the agreement was substantially performed 
by tlie payments, and that a strict legal tender was not necessary. 


September, 1850, executed by the Respondent, Mas- 
seylc. 


The Appellant had a lease of a share of the Per- 

4 

gunnah Mahmood Shahee, appertaining to the Zillah 
Jessore, in Bengal; and the Respondent, Kenny, who 
possessed indigo factories in the neighbourhood, held 
an underlease of some of the lands comprised in the 
Appellant's lease. 


The Appellant instituted actions and obtained 
decrees in the Civil Court of Jessore, against the Re- 
spondent, Kenny, for balance of rent due on the 
underlease, took out execution, and procured the 
attachment of the indigo factories in his possession, 
together with their appurtenances; and also procured 
the attachment of certain decrees obtained by the Re- 
spondent, Kenny, against divers of the debtors of his 
indigo concern, and adopted measures for effecting a 
sale of the attached property, and sold three of the 
decrees against debtors and received the proceeds. 

The Respondent, Masseyh, purchased the entire 
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right of the Respondent, Kenny, to the concern, 
taking over the debts and credits, and obtained from 
the Zillah Judge in the different suits, orders for 
the release of the attached factories, from which 
orders the Appellant appealed to the Sndder Dc- 
ivanny Adawlnt in Calcnttaj while, in tliree other 
cases, proceedings were still pending in the Zillah 
Court; and, on the other hand, four actions had been 
brought by the Respondent, Mosseyk, against the 
Appellant, for matters connected with the above 
transactions. 

In this state of affairs, and after the hearing of 
one of the appeals by the Sndder Dewanny Adaivhit 
had commenced, the Respondent, Masseyh, came to 
an amicable settlement with the Appellant; and, on 
the 25th of September, 1850, a deed of agreement, 
called an Ikrarnamak, was executed at Calcutta. 
This instrument, after reciting the facts above 
stated, proceeded in the following terms: — “Now, 
considering the sums in the said decrees obtained 
by you (the present Appellant) on account of the 
concern which I (the Respondent, Masseyh) have 
purchased, to be justly due to you, and being do- 
sirous to come to an amicable settlement for the money 
due to you, an account has been made of all the 
decrees that you have obtained against Mr. Kenny, up 
to the 30th June, 1850, and it has been proved that 
the sum of Rs. 33,589. 15a. 3p. is due to you, out 
of which, under an amicable settlement, I have 
agreed to pay you Rs. 25,000, and you have agreed 
to receive the said sum and make a remission. Out 
of the said sum of Rs. 25,000, you have received 
from the Court, Rs. 2,281, by the sale made to you of 
three summary decrees obtained by the said Mr. 
Kenny against Kishen Chund Chucherhutty. After 
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giving a deduction for this, the debt becomes Rs. 
22,719, out of which this day Rs. 10,000, have been 
paid to you through your Mookhtar, Jaggut Chunder 
Mitter, and the Rs. 12,719, that remain due after the 
payment of the said sum (10,000) have been stipu- 
lated to be paid under these conditions : — That 
Rs. 6,000, out of the principal and interest on the 
said Rs, 12,719, whatever may become due from the 
1st of BhacJoon last, will be paid on the 10th of 
Mcigli of the current year, by entering payment there- 
of on the back of this document; that the remaining 
Rs. 6,719, I will pay on the 10th of Chete, together 
with interest, enter payment thereof on the back of 
this Ikrar, and obtain the return of the said Ikrar 
and release; th?it wliatever amount of money I may 
at any time pay, I will have payment thereof made 
on the back of this Ikrar; and no objection what- 
ever in regard to payment is to be admitted, with the 
exception of payments recorded on the back of the 
Ikrar; and whatever sum of money I may at any 
time pay, yoU will first deduct the interest money out 
of that, and credit the balance for principal. As secu- 
rity for the payment of the said money, the whole of 
the indigo factories, with their appurtenances, &c., 
that you had cause to be taken in seizure, in execu- 
tion of decrees, that is to say, the factory of Dhun- 
Wfggur, the factory of Lukheepore, the factory of 
Cheecliooa, the factoi'v of Puddumdee, and the factory 
of Shulghur Muddhooa, together with my person 
and heirs, are held bound. If I fail to pay the 
whole of the money due to you, together with 
interest, after deduction of the remitted money, agree- 
ably to the condition written, then the remission of 
the money that you have now made under the 
amicable settlement is not to hold good ; and the 
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said remitted money will be justly due by me, and 

you will realize it by the sale of the hypothecated 

factories, and from me, my heirs, representatives, and 

executors, and, in the event of any other person pur 

chasing the said factories, from the said purchasers; 

and you will file Dustburdaree (a petition for leave t(T 

withdraw a suit) in the cases in which you have had 

decrees enforced. You will also file Dustburdaree in 

the purchase made on your part in consequence of 

the sale ordered by the »Tudge, who had rejected the 

receipt filed regarding the payment of the amount of 

summary decree in No. 2f)4, due by the judgment 

debtor, Hur Soondrea Debea, of Turruff Suho}we. I 

give up my claims to the action in.stituted against 

you in the Dewanny Adawlut of Zillah Jessore, for 

excess of rent of Deliee Kuppoorhaui, and to the actions 

that I have instituted to set aside the three summarv 

decrees against Kishe.n Chnnder Chucherhntty, which 

you have realized by causing sale to be made; and I 

• will file Dustburdaree in the said suits, and whatever 

costs and expenses may be incurred in the said matter 

will be borne by me. Should Mr. Kenny hereafter 

prefer any claims against you in any other way, T will 

,become answerable for the same, and they will have 

no connection with you, therefore T have executed 

this Ihrar.*^ 

' 

The Ilirarnamah. contained no stipulation as to the 
place where the instalments were to be paid, nor did 
it appear from the evidence that the Appellant in- 
timated his wishes on the subject in writing. 

Upon the day of the execution of this instrument, 
the Appellant and the Respondent, Masseyh, severally 
presented petitions for withdrawal of the suit to the 
Sudder Dewan/ny Adawlut, at Calcutta, stating the par- 
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lieulars of the amicable settlement which they had made 
with each other, and praying that the Ihrarnamah, and 
petitions of Dustburdaree should be admitted, and the 
suit bo struck off the list of pending cases, and that 
the Ihrarnamab, together with the Moolchternamdh, 
or power of attorney, under which it was executed 
(I'lOth of which were filed with the petitions), should be 
delivered to the Appellant, all which was accordingly 
ordered by the Court. 

The Appellant resided in the ZillaJi of Nuddea, at 
some distance from Jessore. The Mookhtor, or agent 
of the Appellant, one Deh Coomar Rae, resided 
at Je.ssore, and held a general power to conduct 
on the part of the Appellant the cases relating to 
Ijarah Mehals, to which the Appellant was a party 
in the Civil Courts of Jessore, and to receive and 
to grant receipts in the Appellant s name, for any 
moneys due to the Appellant that were deposited, 
whether in the Civil Courts or in the office of the Col- 
lector. Accordingly, on the 10th of Magli, 1257,) 22nd 
of January y 1851), the day fixed by the IkrarnamaJiy 
the Respondent, Masseyk, tendered to Deh Coomar 
Rae payment of Rs. 6,000, the amount of the first 
instalment of the portion still unpaid of the sum 
of Rs. 25,000, which the Appellant had agreed to 
accept in satisfaction of the decrees which he had 
obtained against the Respondent, Kenny. Deh Coomar 
Rae refused to receive the Rs. 6,000, alleging that 
the Ikrarnamah was not with him, but was in the 
house of the Appellant; but he promised at the 
same time, that he would send for the Ikrarnamah, 
and receive the money, and said that no interest 
should be charged after the day of tender. 

Deh Coomar Rae not having performed this pro- 
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uiise, the Respondent, Masseyh, on the 8th of Febru- 
ary, 1851, presented a petition to the Civil Court of 
Jessore, stating that he had been tendering payment 
since the 10th Magli to the Appellant’s Mooktar, in 
the Zillah of Jessore, of the Rs. 6,000, tJiat were 
payable upon that date, but that the Mooktar had not 
taken the money, and that the object was not to 
take the money in accordance Avith the conditions 
of the deed, but thereafter to increase the interest. 

As there was no suit pending before tlie Court 
concerning this matter, the Court refused to make 
any order uimn the petition. 


On the 12th of Fehiirary in that year, the Appel- 
lant presented a counter petition, in which, without 
denying that payment of Rs. 6,000, had been tendered 
to his Mooktar, alleged that if the Rcsi)ondent, Mas- 
neyk, had intended to pay the money, there was no- 
thing to have prevented his paying the money to the 
ApiDellant at Bccrnuyycr, and having tlie payment 
entered on the back of the deed and he expressed 
his readiness to receive the money from tlie Respon- 
defU, Masseyk, in the presence of the Court, and to 
file a petition of relinquishment in the cases in which 
the Ikrarnamah bound him to do; but he did not 
offer to produce the Ikrarnamah, and enter the pay- 
ment on the back of it, as required by the Ikrarnamah; 

4 

and he intimated an intention to require payment of 
the remitted sum of Rs. 8,589 15a. 3p., in conse- 
quence* of the Rs. 6,000, not having been paid to him- 
self on the 10th Magh. 

On the 19th of February, 1851, the Respondent, 
Maaseyk, again petitioned the Court, insisting that the 
intended payment should be entered upon the back 


iS6o. 


Kam Goi’al 
MOOKERJEA 

V. 

Massevk. 



216 


CASES IN THE PKlVY COUNCIL 

.f6o. ol the deed, and praying that notice should be 

RA^T5^AL given to the Appellant to attend the Court, either 

MOOKERJEA.J^ person or by Mooktar, or a Vakeel ot the Court, 
masseyk. 1 -eccive the Its. 6,000, and to permit the payment 

to be entered on the back of the deed. The Judge 
thereupon ordered that a notice should be served, 

for the Appellant to receive the money from the 

Respondent, Maaseyk, 

The Appellant took no steps in the matter till after 
the iOth of Cheyte, when the second instalment be- 
came due. Then, on 12th Cheyte, 1257 (24th of 
March, 1851), he produced the deed to the Court, 
along with a petition, in which he expressed his 

willingness to receive the whole of the money of Rie 
instalments due 10th Magh and 10th Cheyte, with 

interest, and to allow them to be entered on the back 
of the deed; but he insisted that the money remitted 
by that instrument had become payable in full, and 
reserved his right to demand it. In this petition he 
asserted that at the time when the Ikrarnamah was 
executed, the Respondent, Masseyk, agreed that he 
would send the money to the house of the Malyamin^ 
dar, or surety of the Appellant’s lease, and have entry 
of payment made on the back of the deed. 

On the 28th of March, the first instalment of 
Rs. G,000, was paid in Court to Deb Cooniar Rae, the 
Mookiar of the Appellant, and the payment was 
entered on the back of the deed. 

The second instalment, which had become due on 
the 10th Cheyte, before the Appellant thought fit to 
receive the first instalment, was paid under the fol- 
lowing circumstances : — Upon tht 14th Cheyte, the 
day on which the first instalment had been received 
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by Deb Coomar Rae, the second instalment, consisting 
of llti. 3,245 in bank notes, and lls. 4,208. 11a. in cash, 
making in ail Hs. 7,453. 11a., was tendered on behalf 
of the Respondent, Ma^ncyk, to Deb Coomar Rae, wiio 
said that his dwelling was in tlie midst of a jungle, that 
he had not x^eople with him, and that he could not 
receive so large a sum in cash without sending to ids 
employer at Beernuggur, and obtaining thence Beer- 
kxindazes, or armed servants, to convey it, and re- 
quested that the money might be kept for four days, 
stating that the interest would cease from that da^*. 
Five days after this, and on the 2nd April, 1851, he 
said that the Respondent might give him what money 
he wished to pay, and enter payment on the ])ack of 
the Ikraniamuh; that he was willing to receive the 
money, but that lie would not be able to return the 
deed, having been forbidden by his employer to 
do so. 

The day after this commuidcalion, the Respondent, 
Maasegk, presented a petition to the Court, in which 

% 

he comx)lained of the refusal to take the money and 
return of the deed, and then tendered the money, 
Xnayiiig that Deb Coomar Rae should be sent for, and 
return to him the ikrar Kistbundee, On the next day 
the Apijellant i>resented a petition to the Court, in 
which, without denying the statements of the Respon- 
dent, Maaseyk, in his petition, he insisted that the whole 
of tlie remitted money had become due, with interest, 
through the default of the Respondent, Massegk, and 
offered to return the deed on receiving payment of 
it in full; but expressed himself willing to allow liim 
to pay whatever money he might consider to be due, 
and to enter the payment thereof on the back of the 
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deed, after wliich he would sue for the remitted 
money. 

After some delay the Hespondent, Masseyk, on the 
5th July, presented another petition to the Court, and 
tendered Rs. 7,540. 10a. 8p., with an account, showing 
that this sum constituted the whole principal payable 
by him, with interest up to the 14th Cheyte, the day 
on which the tender was made; and he prayed that 
the money should be received by the Court and paid 
to the Appellant, and payment entered on the back of 
the deed, and that the deed should be ordered to be 
returned to him. That sum was paid to the Mooktar 
of the Appellant, and payment endorsed upon the 
original deed, which, however, was not given up to 
the Respondent, Masseyk. 

The Respondent, JCeuuy, afterwards purchased back 
the indigo concern from the Respondent, Masseyk, 
taking over the debts and credits. 

On the 21st of December, 1853, the Appellant filed 
his plaint in the Civil Court of Zillah of Jessore, against 
both the Respondents, for the amount of the remitted 
money with interest. In the pleadings, he, for the 
first time, objected to the tender made to Deb Coomar 
Rue, on the ground that the latter was not authorized 
to receive any money, except that which was in de- 
posit in the Civil Court. 

The Respondent, Kenny, alone appeared to the suit, 
and, by his answer, admitted his possession of the 
factories, and also the execution of the IJirarnamuli 
of the 23th September, 1850, but contended and sub- 
mitted that the real intent of the condition therein 
was not as contended for by the Appellant, and 


averred that the Appellant had not been put to, or 
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suffered any, trouble or loss in that behalf. He 
further alleged, that the Appellant had been guilty of 
fraud in not receiving the money, - stating that the 
first instalment was Ks. 6,000 only, and had been 
duly tendered to the Mooktar of the Appellant at 
Jessore; and the answer also averred that the second 
instalment due on the 22nd of March, 1851, had 
also been duly tendered to the same Mooktar by a 
tender made on the 26th of March, 1851, when the 
Mooktar stated that no interest would be charged 
from that date; and after stating the ultimate pay- 
ment of the above two sums to the Appellant, he 
denied the Appellant’s right to recover any further 
sum under the Ikrarnamah. 

The Appellant by his replication denied that the 
Kespondent, Kenny, had rightly interpreted the con- 
dition in the deed. He also denied that any tender 
had been made within the stipulated time, and con- 
tended that, even if made to the Appellant’s Mooktar 
at Jessore, the same would not have been a sufficient 
tender, as it ought necessarily to ha;Ve been made to 
the Appellant himself, and not to his Mooktar, who 
had no authority in that behalf from the Appellant. 
He also expressly denied that any tender had been 
made in respect of the second instalment, and con- 
tended that, if made as alleged, it would not have 
been a good tender, the money having previously 
become due on the 22nd of March, 1851. 

No witnesses were examined by the Appellant. 
The Respondent produced as evidence on his part 
an attested copy of the Mookhtarnamah granted by 
this Appellant to Jeh Koomar Rae, his Mookhtar at 
Jessore, and he also examined several witnesses. The 
evidence of these witnesses was to the effect, that the 
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i 860 , money due for the two instalments was tendered on 
Iwo occasions to the Appellant’s Mookhtar at Jessore, 
MooKtKjEA money belonged to and was sent by 

masseyk. Respondent, Kenny, by whose agent the tenders 

were alleged to have been made; that the sum first 
tendered was Rs. 6,000, only; that the tender of the 
second sum was on the 25th or 26th of March, tlie 
second instalment being fixed on by the Ikrarnamah 
as payable on the 22nd of March; that on both occa- 
sions the Appellant’s Mookhtar declined to receive 
the money, and stated that he had not the original 
Ikrarnamah, and that on the second occasion he 
stated that he had no means of securing the money, 
and could not receive it till he had procured people 
for that purpose from the Appellant, but that on both 
occasions the agent declared that the tenders should 
have the effect of preventing the interest continuing 
to run. The Appellant’s Mookhtar was summoned 
as a witness by the Respondent, but he did not 
appear. 

The hearing of the suit took place on the 30th of 
June, 1855, when the Principal Suclder Amcen {Bahoo 
Opendur Chunder Nayerutton) dismissed the suit. By ^ 
this judgment the Principal Budder Ameen found 
that the Respondent, Kenny, had proved the tender 
and payment of the instalments to the Mookhtar, 
On the question as to the nature of the condition 
in the deed, the judgment of the Court was as fol- 
lows: — “In the next place, even had there been any 
fault on the part of the Defendants in respect to this, 
yet the Plaintiff cannot obtain the said money, be- 
cause had the Defendants failed to pay the instalmeiit, 
the condition of tlie Ikrar would have been ren- 
rbu'ed null, and the Plaintiff would have become 
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entitled to the whole ol the amount that iiad been 
due on the decrees. It was iiicnmbent on him not 
to have taken the money that the Defendants iiad de- 
posited, and to have resorted to such measures as 
were necessary for the realization of the entire sum 

4 

of money, hy his not liaving so done, and by his 
having taken the money deposited by the Defendants 
without his consent, it is to be considered that he 
himself had set aside the said condition, and realized 
the money; otherwise it was proper for him, at the 
time of taking the said money, to have made the De- 
fendants admit their fault in not having paid the 
money (in accordance with the sx)ecilied time), and 
then to liave taken the said money. When the Plaintitf 
did not so act, but took the money according to his 
pleasure, it is to be concluded tliat he had taken the 
money, having himself relinquished the claim to 
receive the money that he had remitted. With 
regard to the sentence that he has written in his peti- 
tion to the Judge with a view to his own benefit, that 
he will hereafter institute an action on a claim for 
this very money, that cannot remedy his defect; it 
is, therefore ordered, that the suit be dismissed, and 
that the Plaintiff pay the Defendants’ costs, with in- 
terest from this date to the dale of realization.” 

The Appellant appealed to the Sudder Dexvannij 
A-do/wltit at (Jdlciitta, submitting, as grounds of appeal, 
firsl, that the whole of the original debt was recover- 
able, the two several instalments not having been 
^ paid ill conformity with the conditions in the Ikrar- 
namah, and within the stipulated time; secondly, 
tliat having expressly, by his petition filed in Court, 
reserved his rights, and received the two sums paid 
!o him as aforesaid in part payment only, and without 
prejudice to his right to recover the whole origiimi 
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debt, he could not be barred thereby from recovering 
the balance. 

To these grounds the Respondent, Kenny, who 
alone appeared to the appeal, by his answer, con- 
tended, first, that the Appellant having fraudulently ■ 
and purposely neglected to receive the money at the 
appointed times, the Respondents were never in default, 
and the whole original debt could not, therefore, be 
claimed; and, secondly, that Appellant’s claim was 
barred by his having received the two instalments 
paid to him. 

The hearing of the appeal took place on the 22nd 
of January, 1857, when the Judges of the Sudder 
Court, consisting of Messrs. Colvin, Sconce and Torrens, 
unanimously dismissed the appeal, with costs. 

From this decree of affirmance, the present appeal 
was brought. 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q. C., and Mr. Leith, for the 
Appellant. 

No legal and sufficient tender of the first or second 
instalments has been proved to have been made to 
any one who had the authority and legal capacity to 
receive the same for the Appellant. Now, the 
Ikrarnamah expressly provides, that if default be made 
in paying the balance due with interest thereon, 
according to the particular conditions prescribed by 
that instrument, the sum of money which had been 
agreed to be deducted from the original debt should 
become, ipso facto, due and recoverable. Here the 
interest was not tendered. Then as default was esta- 
blished, and neither of the two instalments of the ba- 
lance due having been paid at the date, or at any 
time in full according to the conditions, the Respon- 
dent was, upon the breach, entitled to the sum sued 
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for. In Davies v. Fenton (a), it was held that . 

as an agreement had not been complied with, a 
condition annexed, that in the event of non-com- ' i.. 

. . 1 11 j Massey K. 

pliance the remission was not to be allowed was a 
penalty which could be recovered at law. Ford v. The 
Earl of Chesterfield {h) is on all fours with the present 
case. There a mortgagee agreed to take a portion 
of his debt, in lieu of the whole, upon payment 
upon a given day, and that not being done, the 
Court of Chancery refused to give relief against the 
effect of its non-pa^Tuent on that day [Lord Kings- 
down That case differs from the present. Here 
it was not a debt for which Masseyk was liable.] Time 
was the essence of the contract, and punctual payment 
the very consideration for the remission of part of 
the debt. Davis v. Thomas (c). It is an idle excuse 
to say that as there was no place mentioned in the 
Ikrarnamah where the money was to be paid, that he 
could not pay the Appellant himself. The answer to 
that argument is, that where there is no agreed 
place of payment, the residence of the creditor 
or his place of business was the proper place, which 
ought to have been found out by the debtor, and 
the principal and interest then due paid to him, which 
has not been acted upon here. 

Mr. Bolt, Q. C., and Mr. W, Macpherson, for the 
Respondents. 

The full amount secured by the Ikrarnamah, with 
interest, has been received by the Appellant. That 
instrument does not specify any place of payment, 
nor did the Appellant ever appoint a place either for 
payment or for the production of tHe deed, nor was 

(a) 6 Bar. & Cress. 216. (6) 19 Beav. 428. 

(c) 1 Russ. & Myl. 606. 
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■ payment on the day an essential part of the contract. 

'mooSr7ea '"• Chesterfield, 

masseyk Respondent, Masse^jk, 

^as ready with the money, and used all reason- 
able means to compel the Appellant to receive 
the same at the time appointed. The sum of 
Rs. 33,.)89. 15a. 3p. mentioned in the IkrarndnKih 
was intended merely as a penalty to secure the pay- 
}neiit ot Rs. 25,000 with interest. There was a sub- 
stantial effort to pay on the part of the Respondent, 
while the Appellant avoided the receipt of the 
money, for the purpose of founding* his claim to the 
laiger amount. II the conditions of the Jkrarnamah 
have-not been literally performed, such non-perform- 
aiice was owing to the conduct of the Appellant him- 
self. It was not necessary to tender a specific sum, 
Ashmole v. W ahiivright (n). 

Lordships’ judgment was delivered by 

The Right Hon. Lord Kixosdown. 

This is a suit brought by the Appellant to recover 
Rs. 12,829, alleged to be due to him from the Re- 
spondents under an /A-rarnn-ma//, or agreement. 

It appears that the Appellant was the lessee of 
ceitain lands in the Zillah of Jessore, and that the 
Respondent, Kenny, who was the proprietor of several 
indigo factories in that District, was under-lessee of a 
portion of the property. 

The Appellant alleged that a large sum was due to 

liim tioin Kenny /or rent, and he brought several 

actions in the Zillah Court of Jessore to recover tlie 

amount, and issued attachments against Kenny's facto- 
ries and other property. 


(a) 2 Q. Ben. Rep. 837. 
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In 1850, while this litigation was pending, the 
other Respondent, Masse}jky intervened, and alleged 
that lie had become the purchaser of the interest of 
Kenny, and he objected to any sale being made under 
vhe attachments. 

He obtained an order to stay the sale under four 
of the attachments, from which order the present 
Appellant appealed to the Sudder 'Deivanny Adawlnt, 
and that appeal was pending at the time when the 
engagement on which the question before us was 
raised, was entered into by Masneyl'; besides which 
three other execution of decree cases were pending for 
trial in the Zillah, and other actions were brought 
by Masseijk against the Appellant. 

In this state of things the instrument in question 
was executed by Masseyh, on the 2r)th of September, 

1850. 

It is in the Bengalee form and language, and is 
addressed by Masfieylc to the Appellant. It recites 
the circumstances already stated, and that Masseyk 
was desirous of coming to an amicable settlement for 
the money due to the Appellant, that the amount due 
to the Appellant from Kenny had been proved to be 
Rs. 33,589. 15a., 3p., and of which under an ami- 
cable settlement Masseyk had agreed to pay to tht; 
Appellant Rs. 25,000, and that the Appellant had 
agreed to receive that sum and make a remission. 

The agreement then states that certain sums had 
already been received by the Appellant in part of the 
Rs. 25,000; that at the time of the execution of the 
instrument Rs, 10,000, more had been paid to the 

Appellant through his Mooktar, leaving Rs. 12,713 ; 
and that Masseyk agreed to pay this sum, with in- 
terest, from the l.st Bhadoon (10th August, 1850) by 
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two instalments, one of Es. 6,000, for principal, on 
tlie 10th Mayh (22ncl of Jamary, 1851), and the 
otlier of Rs. 6,719, for principal, on the 10th Chete 
(‘23rd of March, 1851). In what way the interest 
was to be paid we will cosider presently. The pay- 
ments were to be endorsed on the back of the Ihrar: 
then follow these words;— “And whatever sum of 
money I may at any time pay, you will first deduct 
the interest money out of that, and credit the balance 

for principal.” 

% 

The factories are then pledged for the payment of 
this inoneny, as well as the personal liability of 
Masseijh Then follow these words:— “If I fail to 
jtay the whole of the money due to you, together 
with interest, after deduction of the remitted money, 
agreeably to the condition written, then the remis- 
sion of the money that you have now made under 
the amicable settlement is not to hold good, and the 
said remitted money will be justly due by me, and 
vou will realize it by the sale of the hypothecated 
factories, and from me, my heirs, representatives, and 
executors, and in the event of any other person pur- 
chasing the said factories from the said purchaser.” 
Provision is then made for putting an end to the. 
several suits subsisting between the different parties. 

It is to be observed that, although the debt from 
Kenny to the Appellant might be Rs. 33,589, 15a., 3p., 
it by no means followed that the property which 
liasseyh had purchased was liable to the payment of 
the whole of that sum; and, whatever might be the 
liability of the property, Massey'k was, previously to 
this agreement, under no personal liability. By the 
agreement he made himself personally liable to the 
extent of Rs. 25,000, for the debt of - another; of 
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which sum nearly half was actually paid at the time; 
and these payments made, and to be made, were part 
of an arrangement for a general settlement of the 
various disputes then pending between the parties, 
and for the dismissal of the suits. 

There is nothing in the agreement which makes 
the payment of the instalments on the days fixed on 
the essence of the contract, unless that stipulation is 
to be inferred from the words, “If I fail to pay agree- 
ably to the condition written. 

Instead of there being iii any other part of the 
agreement anything to favour this construction, the 
nature of the engagements on each side, and the 
clause to which we have referred as to any payments 
on account being applied first to payment of interest, 
appear to us to furnish an implication to the con- 
trary. 

It being a part of the agreement that the suits in 
the Zillah Court and the Svdder Dewanny Court 
should be abandoned, the Vakeels of both parties, 
on the day of the date of the agreement, brought 
it under the notice of the Sudder Dewanny Court 
by petition. It was also, on the same day, brought 
to the notice of the Zillah Court. 

The first instalment of Rs. 6,000, became due on 
the 22nd of January, 1851: it was not actually paid 
till the 21st of March, 1851. 

The second instalment became due on the 23rd 
of March, 1851, and was not received by the Appel- 
lant until the 5th of July, 1851. Under, these cir- 
cumstances the Appellant has brought his action 
against Masseyk and Kenny, insisting that the agree- 
ment has not been performed according to its tenor, 
and that he is, therefore, entitled to receive the 
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payment of the whole amount of 8,000 and odd 
rupees, which, he says, were only to be remitted on 
the condition of the less sums being paid punctually 
on the specific days mentioned in the agreement. 

On the part of the Respondent it is contended, that 
payment on the day was no essential part of the con- 
tract; that this is not the case of a creditor engaging 
to remit to his debtor a portion of his demand in 
consideration of his making payment of - smaller sums 
punctually at fixed periods, in which case the punctu- 
ality of payment is the only consideration which the 
creditor receives for his indulgence; that this case 
does not, therefore, fall within the principle of Ford v. 
Thi^ Earl of Chesterfield (19 Beav. 428), relied on by the 
Appellant, but is a case in which a third person, being 
under no liability, consents to incur that liability, and 
binds himself in a penalty for the due performance 
of his engagement. 

The Judges of the Zillah Court, and all the Judges 
of the Sadder Court, have decided against the claim 
of the Plaintiff, the present Appellant; and their 
Lordships have to consider whether any sufficient 
reasons have been urged for disturbing those de- 
cisions. 

Their Lordships are of opinion, that they ought 
not to apply to this case the nice technicalities of 
I^nglish law, that they must look ‘at the agreement 
with a view to see what the real intention of the 
parties was, and must inquire whether it appears 
upon the evidence that there has been any failure 
by the Respondents in the substantial performance of 
the contract, and if there has been any default, to 
whom such default is attributable. 

It appears to their Lordships to be sufficiently 
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proved, that on the 10th Magh, the Respondent, Mas- 
i-eyk, through his MooMar^ offered to pay to Dch 
Coomar Rae, the Mooktar of the Appellant, in the 
Zillah of Jessorc, the sum of Rs. 6,000, as the first 
instalment due under the agreement, and that Deb 
Coomar Ilae declined to receive it, alleging that he 
had not in his possession the Ikrarnamah on which 
the receipt of the money was to be indorsed. This 
instrument is said to have been in the possession of 
the Appellant himself, who re.sided at some distance 
from Jessore. 

It is objected, on the part of the Appellant, to this 
offer: First, that the offer did not include the interest 
which ought at that time to have been paid. Second, 
that Deh Coomar Hue had no authority to receive the 
money on behalf of the Appellant. Third, that the 
Respondent was l)ound to seek out the Appellant on 
the day of payment, and to tender to him the exact 
amount of principal and interest then due. 

First. Their Lordships, on consideration, are of 
opinion (contrary to the impression which they at first 
entertained) that by the agreement the interest on the 
Rs. 12,719, up to the day of payment was to be paid 
at the same time with the Rs. 6,000, and that, there- 
fore, if it were necessary to prove a strict legal 
tender, such tender was not made; but they are sati.s- 
fied that the omission to include the interest arose 
merely from a misapprehension of the ambiguous 
words of the agreement, and that such omission was 
not the reason why the money was refused, and they 
think that a strict legal tender was not necessary. 

Second. They are by no means satisfied that Deb 
Coomar Rae had not authority to receive the money. 
He has not been examined by the Appellant, and he 
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was suiniiioned as a witness by the Respondent and 
lie failed to appear. He was tfie person through 
whom, if the attachments against the property had 
been prosecuted, the money would have been re- 
covered, and to whom it would have been paid in the 
Zillah Court; and he was, therefore, the person to 
whom the Respondent might well imagine that the 
Ikrarnamah, on which the payment of the money was 
to be endorsed, would be transmitted by the Appel- 
lant. There seems no improbability in the statement 
of the Respondent’s witnesses that Del Coomar Rae 
said that he would send for the Ikrarmmah that the 
indorsement might be made upon it. 

Third. There seems to have been uncertainty on 
both sides as to the place at which the Ihrarnatn^ 
was to be produced and the money was to be paid. 
The instrument was executed at Calcutta, where the 
Appellant had a Mooktar it related to property at 
Jessore, where the Appellant had another Mooktar. 
The deed had been sent from Calcutta to be pro- 
duced in the Zillah Court of Jes.^sore. The Appel- 
lant resided at Beernugger, and had a place of busi- 
ness at Kishnugger. It is stated by the Respondent 
that it was verbally settled, after the execution of 
the Ikrar, that the money should be paid to the Appel- 
lant’s Mooktar in the Zillah of Jessore, and that the 
Appellant would send the Ikrar to him. There is, 
however, no proof of this. On the other hand, the 
Appellant does not allege that there was any place 
fixed, either by agreement or by custom, or by rule 
of law, where the payment should be made. He sug- 
gests, indeed, at different times in the course of the 
proceedings, that the payment or tender might have 
been made to his Mooktar at Calcutta, or to himself 
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at his house at Beernxtgger, or at the house of the 
Malzamendar of the Ejarah, To these the place of 
business of the Appellant at Kishnuggur was added in 
Uie discussion at our Bar as a proper place for making 
the tender. 

Upon the whole their Lordships are satisfied that 
there was a hoxin fide endeavour on the part of the 
Respondent fairly to perform his engagement, and 
that there is much reason to believe, with some of 
the Judges in the Court below, that there was a desire 
oil the part of the Appellant to throw obstacles in the 
way of the performance, in order to obtain payment 
of the penalty which he expected would be the conse- 
quence of non-performance. 

The principle of these observations applies to the 
second instalment as well as the first, and their Lord- 
ships have arrived without hesitation at the conclusion 
that the main ground of the appeal entirely fails, and 
that if the Appellant has received the full amount of 
the principal sum of Rs. 12,719, with interest upon 
that sum till the time of payment, he has received 
everything which he can justly claim. 

They are not, however, satisfied that he has re- 
ceived the full amount of interest which he might 
reasonably demand ; because it appears that with 
respect to the last instalment there was an interval of 
several months, during wliich time no interest was 
calculated, the delay of payment during that period 
having arisen, as it is suggested, from the accidental 
absence of the European Judge from Jessore. It ap- 
pears, however, that this point . is not stated in the 
reasons of appeal laid before the Sudder Court, nor 
does it appear to have been suggested below. The 
sum would, probably, have been allowed if it had been 
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asked, and il' it had been refused the amount would 
have been far below that for which an appeal to this 
country can be brought. 

Under these circumstances, their Lordships think 
they would not be justilied in modifying on thL 
ground the order wliich they must humbly advise Her 
Majesty to make, namely, an order that this appeal 
))e dismissed, with costs. 


Dooiuja Doss Chowury Appellant, 

AND 

Raman AUTH Uhowdhy, and others - - ReffpondeiU^A 

On petition from the Rudder Deivannp Adawlut at 

Calcutta. 


Privy Council — Apyeal 1o — Valualion — **litibjcct inaiicr’* — If includes 
vonta iind subaaiucnt intercut. 

Ousts ot' suit eaintot i>e ncldod tu ttie principal sum and interest, in 
calculating tlie appealalilc value of Its. 10,000, ilic amount restricted by 
the Order in Council of the 10th of April, 1838. 


5th Dec., 
i 860. 


This was an application by Doorya Dons Chotvdry 
for special leave to aiipeal from a decree of the Rudder 
C’ourt reversing a previous decree of the Zillak Court 
of Rajshahyl, in a suit instituted in the year 1857, 
by the Petitioner against Ramanauth Chowdry, the 
executor of one Kallykanth Lahory, deceased, to re- 
cover the principal and interest due on a Bond con- 
ditioned for the payment of the sum of Rs. 8^,250, 
and interest at tlie rate of eight per cent, per annum, 
alleged to have been executed by the deceased in 
favour of the Petitioner. 


Present : Metnhers of the Judicial Committee , — The Right Hon. 
Lord Chelmsford, the Right Hon. Lord Kingsdowu, the Right Hon. 
Dr. Lusliington, and tlie Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan. 

J.v.sc.svsor*, — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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It appeared that the Petitioner’s claim was laid in 
the plaint at Rs. 9,274. 6a., including the interest due, 
in order to fix the value ot* the stamp, in accordance 
with Ben. Reg. IV. of 1793. The cause was heard on 
the 23rd of October, 1857, when the Principal Sudder 
Ameen decided in favour of the Petitioner, and de- 
creed that the Petitioner receive the total of the 
amount of the claim, Rs. 9,274. 6a., and the interest 
on the principal sum during the period the suit was 
pending trial, and costs, together with interest on the 
consolidated sum from that date up to the day of 
realization. 

Itamanauth Choivdrtj, the Defendant, appealed to 
the Suddcr Court at Calcutta from this decree, and 
that^Court, on the 29th of February, 1860, reversed 
the decree of the Zillah Court, and allowed the ap- 
peal, with costs. 

^ • 

The amount originally laid in the plaint being under 
Rs. 10,000, the appealable value fi.xed by tlie Order in 
Council of the 10th of April, 1838, no application was 
made by the Petitioner to tlie Sadder Court for leave 
to appeal to Her Majesty in Council, but the present 
petition was presented for liberty to eider and prose- 
cute such appeal. 

Mr. Leith, for the Petitioner, 

Submitted, that the original decree being for a sum 
of Rs. 9,274. 6a., which with the additional interest 
accrued due and payable thereon since the date ot 
the plaint, under the provisions of the Bond, and tin 
decree of the Zillah Court, together with the costs of 
suit, would exceed Rs. 10,000, and that sum must be 
considered as the value of the matter in dispute, wliich 
would bring the case within the intent and meaning of 
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the Order in Council of the 10th of April, 1838, and 
that the Petitioner was, therefore, entitled to appeal. 

Mr. IF. Field, for the Respondents, contra. 

The Right Hon. Lord Chelmsford: 

The amount absolutely decreed by the Court is 
Rs. 9,274. 6a., the interest added to that for the time 
specified, at 8 per cent., would, according to the Peti- 
lioner’s calculation, raise the sum due to Rs. 9,310; 
lhat is under the appealable sum. It has been deter- 
mined a short time ago by their I.ordships, in the case 
ol Maharajah Sutteeschunder Roy v. Guneschunder (a), 
that the Sudder Courts have no authority under the 
Order in Council of the 10th of April, 1838, to 
add the interest accruing subsequent to the decree to 
the capital sum decreed for the purpose of reaching 
the appealable amount; here the interest, under any 
circumstances, would not be sufficient, for, to arrive 
at the necessary amount, you must add, as you seek 
to do, the costs. Now, the costs of a shit are no 
part of the subject matter in dispute, and cannot be 
used for the purpose you seek; if they were allowed 
to be added to the principal sum claimed, it would be 
in the power of every litigant, by swelling the costs, 
to bring any suit up to the appealable value. Their 
Lordships are clearly of opinion, that the sum in issue 
in this suit is not sufficient to bring the case within 
the Order in Council, and no merits are stated which 
entitle the Petitioner to the special favour he asks. 
They refuse the application, with costs. 

(a) 8 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 164-8. See also Gooroopersad 
h-hoond i*. Juggutchunder. 8 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 166. 
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JoYKissEN Mookekjea - . - - Appellant, 


AND 

The Collectok oe East Bukdwan 
and Others - 


Respondents* 


On petition front the Sadder Detcannp Adaivlut at 

Calcutta. 


I 



u 



Pnvtj Council — S/iectnZ leave — Quesixon involved in several suits — If 
justifies gi'anl of leave. 

Special leave to appeal given in a case involving a question of tenure ser- 
vice, called Chakccran, although the subject matter in dispute was below 
the appealable value ; llicre being many other suits depending o)i the de- 
cision of the case. 


This was a petition for special leave to appeal 
ill a case in which the sum in dispute was laid at ■ — ^ 
Rs. 200 only, but which involved an important 
question of tenure of certain land, as well as of other 
lands sought to be resumed, respecting which no less 
than thirty suits were brought. 


The object of the suit in question was to resume 

4 

and recover possession of 19 Beegahs of land situate 
in the Mouzah of Gohinpore, of which the Petitioner 
was the Taloohdar from one Almud Buksh, alleged to 
be held by him on a tenure called Chakeeran (lands 
held by servants in lieu of wages), and which had 
been originally assigned to him on the condition of 
his rendering and performing certain services and 
duties connected with the Petitioner’s Talook, such 
duties being to guard the house of the Talookdar, the 


•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon. Lord Chelmsford, the Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown, and the 
Right Hon. Dr. Lushin^on. 

Assessors , — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Bight 
Hon. Sir James W. Colviie. 
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laoo. Mal-cuicherry, and the village ; and that as he had 

jovfcissEN ceased to perform those duties, the Petitioner was 
mooeerjea resume the land ; but, nevertheless, the 

COLLECTOR I^efendant retained possession of the land, insisting 

that the land which the Petitioner claimed was 
Malgusary, by reason of Avhich, and other Govern- 
ment claims, the Petitioner was compelled to make 
the Collector of Burdwan, the Zillali in which the 
lands were situate, a co-defendant. 

It appeared that this suit was only one out of 
thirty which had been commenced about the same 
time, and under similar circumstances, by other Ta- 
lookdars, in respect to the Chakeeran lands, against 
other parties, for having been deprived of similar 
services by their tenants. 

The Petitioner obtained decrees in his favour by 
the Principal Sudder Ameen in two of the suits, which 
declared that Petitioner had authority to resume the 
lands in question under sec. 14 Ben. Reg. VTIL of 
1793. 


From these decrees the Government obtained spe- 
cial leave to appeal, and the suits were remanded for 
trial, on certain issues then fixed, which the Petitioner 
alleged were not properly adhered to by the Judge of 
the Zillah Court, to whom the cause was referred ; and 
who by his decree dismissed the Petitioner’s suit. The 
Petitioner appealed from this decision to the Sudder 
Court, the Judges of which affirmed the decree of the 
Court below, stating their opinion, on the question of 
tenure, against the Petitioner’s right to resume. 

Under these circumstances, and the case being 
one involving a question of tenure on which many 
holdings depended, and in which there were other 
suits already pending, the Petitioner prayed for liberty 
to appeal. 
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Mr. Leith, for the Petitioner, ' ■ ^6o. 

Relied on the circumstances above stated, and the Joykissen 

^ MOOKERjEA 

importance of the question at issue, and the number v 
of suits involving the same right. Upon the ques- collector 
tion of value, Spooner v. Juddow (a) was cited ; and lufRowf^N. 
the public importance of the nature of the tenure, 

Raja Lelanund Sing Bahadoor v. The Government of 
Bengal (b) referred to. 

Mr. Forsyth, Q. C., and Mr. TP. II. Melvill, on 

• 

behalf of the Collector of East Burdwan and 

the Government, 

Opposed the application, insisting, first, on the ex- 
treme smallness of the amount at issue as precluding 
an appeal ; and, secondly, the want of suflBcient evi- 
dence that the other suits involved the same question, 
or would be governed by any decision in this case. 

They contended that the Petitioner ought to have 
produced an affidavit of that fact. 

The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown : 

Their Lordships are of opinion that this is a fit case 
to advise the allowance of a special appeal. They 
reserve the question of costs ; security to the amount 
of £300, must, however, be given by the Petitioner. 

(a) 4 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 353. See also Sumbhoolall 
Girdhurlall v. The Collector of Surat, ante, p. 17. 

(b) 6 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 101. 
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Goukmoney Debu ------- Appellant, 

AND 

Khaja Abdool Gunny - EespondenL 


Oti petition from the Sudder Deivannp Adawlat at 

Calcutta^ 


Priiij Council— Appeal— Vuliuition for purposes of— Actual value of 
the property, if to be taken into account. 

ApiDcal admitted from the Hudder Court at Calcutta, iji a ease where the 
land sued for was laid in the plaint as under Bs. 10,000 ; upon evidence 
stating the value of the property much to exceed that sum. 


This was an application for special leave to appeal 
from a decree of the Sudder Dexvanny Adaxvlnt, of 
Calcutta, affirming* a previous decree of the Principal 
Sudder Ameen in a suit instituted by an alleged mort- 
gagee against the Petitioner, a purchaser for valuable 
consideration in ijossession of certain lands, the pos- 
session of which was sought to be obtained by the 

suit. 

It appeared that the value of the property was laid 
by the Plaintiff at Rs. 7,182 odd, three times the 
amount of the annual jumma of the land, in order to 
fix the amount of the stamp to be used on the plaint, 
although the purchase-money paid by the Petitioner 

amounted to Bs. 19,000. 

The decrees in both Courts being against the Peti- 


• Present: Membei-s of the Judicial Commitleer-Thc Right Hon. 
Lord Chelmsford, the Right Hon. Lord Kingsdowii, and the Right 

Hon. Dr. Lushington. 

Assessors,— The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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tioner she presented a petition for leave to appeal to 
Her Majesty in Council, praying, under the circum- 
stances, for liberty to appeal from the decree of the 
Stidder Court. 

The application was supported by depositions taken 
in India as to the value of the property in question, 
made by two native residents, who stated that the 
actual value of the property was of much larger 
amount than Rs. 10,000. The statements in the 
petition were verified by the affidavit of the Solicitor 
in the appeal, who deposed to their being taken from 
the record of the proceedings in the suit. 
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Mr. Leith, for the Petitioner. 

Their Lordships allowed the appeal, on security 
being given by the Appellant to the amount of £300, 
subject, as the application was ex parte, to the Order 
admitting the appeal being dismissed, on application 
by the-Respondent. 
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Salik Ram and Huraram Plaintiff s, 

AND 

Azim Ali Bkg - Defendant * 

On petition from the Court of the Judicial Commis- 
sioner for the Province of Oude. 

Cvinicih — Apjual — Sifccial Icove — Gvaiit of fo prevent denial of 
j nsl icf — Prcrofjali ve. 

No provisioji l»y Statute, or Cliavtev. being made for appeals to Her 
Majesty i»i Coniieil from jvidguioiits of the Court of tlie Judicial Commis- 
sioner of Onde, created on the annexation of that Kingdom in the year 1858, 
tin- Judicial Committee, to prevent the denial of justice, admitted an appeal, 
under Statute, 3rd & 4th TViU. IV., c. 41. 

34tii M.Tih, was a special application for leave to appeal 

— ^ " from a judgment of the Judicial Commissioner for 
the Province of Oude, pronounced in a suit in which 
the Petitioners were Plaintiffs, and Azim Ali Khan, 
Defendant. 

The facts which gave rise tO the application were 
these : — 

In the month of Fehruanj, 1856, the Kingdom of 
Oude was annexed to the territories of the East India 
Company, and became the Province of Oude, belong- 
ing to the Government of India. 

By a despatch of the Governor-General in Council, 
dated the 4th of February, 1856 (a), Courts of Justice 
were established in the Province of Oude, including, 
amongst others, the Courts of the Judicial Commis- 

* Present: Members of the Judicial Committee, — The Right 
Hon, the Lord Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward 
Ryan, and the Right Hon. the Lord Justice Turner. 

Assessors, — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 

(a) Pari. Papers relating to Oude, 1856, p. 257. 
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sioiier, -and of the Deputy-Commissioner for that 

Province ; and it was ordered that the Judicial Com- 
< missioner should he chaysred ^ith the direction and 
control of the administration of civil and criminal 
justice, and that he should he the ultimate Judge in 
all cases of a judicial character, and that the Deputy- 
Commissioner should try all original suits for pro- 
perty real or personal exceeding in value Its. 1,000, 
and that an appeal should lie from his decision in 
such cases to the Commissioner, whose order was 
ordinarily to be final. 

On the 7th of Avffnsit, 1860, the Petitioners insti- 
tuted a suit in the Civil Court of Lncltnow, in the 
Province of Ondo, before the Deputy-Commissioner, 
to recover the sum of Its, 18,630, for principal and 
interest upon a hond. The point turned upon a 
question of limitation of time in bringing the suit ; 
and that Court upon that question decided against 
the Plaintiffs, who appealed therefrom to the Court 
of the Judicial Commissioner for that Province, who, 
by his judgment, affirmed the decision of the Deputy- 
Commissioner. The Petitioners were desirous of 
appealing from such judgment of affirmance to 
Her Majesty in Council as being erroneous in law, 
and took the necessary steps by presenting a peti- 
tion of appeal, within the ordinary time limited 
for appealing from the Courts in India. After in- 
quiries by the Judicial Commissioner to the Govern- 
ment officer Mr. Camphell, as to hLs power to allow 
such an appeal, and a reference upon that point 
to the Advocate-General (who in a letter, dated 
the 9th of Janttary, 1862, referred to the opinion 
of the Advocate-General to the Under-Secretary to 
the Government of India), the Judicial Commis- 
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sioiier refused to allow an appeal to Her Majesty in 
Council from his judgment (a). 

(«) The following was the opinion given by the Advocate-General 
(]\rr. ir. Ritchie), and acted upon by the Judicial Commissioner:— 
1st. In mv opinion it is not competent to the Judicial Commis- 
sioner of Ontle to allow a petition of appeal to Her Majesty in 
Council from any decision passed by him in any case, civil or cri- 
minal, or to suspend execution pending, or to take security re- 
garding any such appeal, unless an Order to that effect shall have 
been obtained from Her ^Majesty in Council. But that it is quite 
competent to the Judicial Committee of the Pri\'y Council to 
entertain a petition from any person aggi’ieved by a judgment of 
the Judicial Commissioner in any civil case of whatever amount, 
praying for leave to appeal from such judgment, and if such leave 
1)0 granted, to order the transmission to the Privy Council of 
transcripts of the proceedings, and to hear and finally dispose of 
the appeal as fully as in the case of ordinary appeals. 

2nd. It is true, as stated by Mr. Campbell, that appeals from 
the Supreme Courts and Sadder Courts of India, are regulated by 
positive Statute, and that there is no Statute, or positive law 
applicable to appeals from the Judicial Commissioner’s decision, 
which are, for all ordinary purposes and so far as the constitution 
of his Court hy the Governor-General in Council could make them, 
final. But the Queen in Council possesses by virtue of the Royal 
Prerogative, a clear appellate jurisdiction over the judgment of all 
Courts of Justice established in any of the British dominions be- 
yond the seas, and notwithstanding the express statutory rights of 
appeal from the decisions of the Supreme Courts and the Sadder 
Courts, it has been repeatedly held that, notwithstanding the 
Statutes which prescribe the time and mode of appealing and the 
limits in point of amount, the power of the Queen in Council to 
entertain petitions, for leave to appeal where the conditions im- 
posed by the Statute have not been complied with, remains in full 
force. Thus it is quite discretionary with the Judicial Committee 
to admit an appeal from the Supreme or Sadder Courts, in eases 
far below the appealable amount mentioned in the Statutes, and 
long after the period prescribed by the Statute for filing a petition 
of appeal in India has expired, such petitions have frequently been 
admitted, and have led to a reversal of the judgment of the Courts 
below. But these Courts have no power to allow or entertain a 
petition for leave to appeal, or to stay execution, or to take security 
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In consequence of tliis refusal the Petitioners, the 
original Plaintiffs, presented a petition to Her Majesty 
in Council, -which after setting forth the above facts, 

and that the matter in dispute exceeded the sum of 

Its. 10,000, and that important questions of law were 

involved in the suit, prayed for special leave to appeal 

from the judgment of the Court of the Judicial Com- 
missioner, and that that Court might be ordered to 








.? 


Si 




for the eosts of an appeal nxeept strietJy in aeeoiylnnee Tvifh the 
terms of the Statute, or ^vith any Order the Pn\'y Ommeil may 
male in the partienlar ease. 

Thus the eonrse of anv person wishinsr to annen] from a 
.infVment of the Jiulieinl Committee, will he to send to his arrents 
or lesral advisers in T^nnhmd, n copy of the .indyment, and of so 
mueh of the proceedinirs as Vay snffiee to render In's ease 
intellidhle. and to show what hi4 ,crromu]s,,jif-^^ are. and to 
instruct sneh acrents to .annTv. hJpioTith^to the .Tndieial Com- 
mittee for leave to appeal from the indfrment complained of, Tf 
the Jiiflieinl Committee think fit to Want sneh leave, it will eanse 
notioe to be criven to the Jiidieiol Commissioner’s Court and to the 
Respondents in the eanse, and all proeeedinsrs in the eanse must 
then be translated and transmitted hv the Court to Rne-land, in the 
mode usual in ordinary appeals from the Rufldflr Court, unless 
the Privy Conneil make any special order ns to the mode of 
transmission, or the doenments to he sent. Until an orHer is made 
hv the Privy Conneil. the Judicial Commissioner will have no 
.iiirisdietinn to interfere in any wav with the appeal, either in trans- 
mittin*? the reeord. stnyincr execution, or otherwise. There ean, 
however, he no obieetion. T apprehend, in eases which appear to him 
of snffleient mn^itude to warrant an anpeal. to his anthenfieatinrr 
the copies or translations of the proeeedinsrs about to he sent home 
by persons contomplatinpr an appeal. 

4th. The Privy Coimeil, in determinincr whether to admit or 

•reject an appeal, will not he restrioted to the amount whieh, in the 

Snpreme and Siidder Courts, is the ordinary appealable amount, 

VIZ. Bs. 10,000, or to any particular limits of time, but it probably 

will require a very special case to bo made out prima facie to its 

satisfaction, in order to induce it to admit an appeal for a lower 

auiotmt than Ra. 10,000, or after the expiration of the ordinary 
tims allowed for appealing. 
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transmit fortlnvith the transcript of the proceedings 

saiik kam and the evidence in the suit. 

^ . 

AziM AM Notice of the application for leave to appeal was 

served on the Secretary of State in Council of India. 

Mr. E. J. Lloyd, Q. C., and Mr. L. TF. Cave, in 

* * * 

support of the petition. 

Leave to appeal was refused by the Judicial Com- 
missioner upon the ground that no power has been 
conferred upon him to allow an appeal. Upon this 
l)oint they referred to the Pari, papers relating to Pro- 
vince of Oude, 1856, p, 257, par. 3 ; p. 267, pars. 44, 
45, 46, 49 ; p. 273, pars. 80, 81. There is no positive 
Slatutc Law, Kegulation, or Order in Council appli- 
cable to the admission of appeals from the Court of 
I he Judicial Commissioner to Her Majesty in Council, 
and our application is for the exercise of the prero- 
gative of the Crown to admit an appeal to prevent 
a denial of justice. Such power is conferred by 
Statute, 3rd & 4th Will IV., c. 41, sec. 4. There 
is no question as to the appealable value. By the 21st 
Geo. III., c. 70, sec. 21, the appealable value in civil 
suits was limited to £5,000, but by the Order in 
Council of the 10th of April, 1838, the appealable 
value is reduced to Es. 10,000. The question of 
law involved is vdth respect to the operation of the 
Limitation Act, No. 14, of 1859, to suits brought 
before the Judicial Commissioner upon bonds, and is 
most important. 

The Lord Justice Knight Bruce. 

Their Lordships think this a fit case for allowing 
an appeal to Her Majesty in Council. Security for 
£300 must be lodged for costs (a). 

(«) A similar application was made on the 4th July, 1862, in the 
case of Nowab Ta.idiir Bohoo r. Mirza Jehan, and leave to appeal 
<rranted. 
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Gasper Gregory, executor of the 
Will of Catherine Arathoon, [ 

deceased -I 

j 

AND 


John Cochrane and Vertannes] 
Ter Mabttrose I 


Appellant, 


Respondents* 


On appeal from the Supreme Court at Colcutfa. ' 



Compromise — Vomihi nrrnnfirincnl beftneu 
nature — Specter perfonnuuc'' of. 


husbond and u'ife — Bindinfj 


Spocifio perfornianrc of sn) ajjiceniont in tlio Ktiglisli fonn, )iia<lp 

botvvoen Inishniul an<l wifo ( A rnuui^jTi in the nature of a 

faniily ('omproinise, rospeettng the wife^s eeparoto property. 

i, "'ii**' it allege^l, fh«t propertv purchased bv the 

husband had been eoiu-ealod by him from her wlmii slie executed the agree- 
ment ; held, m the circinnstences. (Imt that fact if proved was not suffi- 
cient to entitle tlie wife to treat the agrccnieiit ns a iiullitv. 


*n have been i-oneeah-d by the 
moneys belonging to the 
trnflt for the children of 

Hctticment of any property improperly 
>vitlincld by the hnsbaiid at the date of the « i . 


iicid further that if the propcity said to ha 
Inishfiiul lifid booji purol>;iso<l bv fuin out of 
wife’s separate estate, which was clothed with a 
the niarriage, the wife’s remedy was. to enforce 


execution of the agreement. 


This was a Bill filed in the Supreme Court at 6th & .sth 
Calcutta, by the Respondent, Cochrane, the Official 
assignee of the estate and effects of one Arathoon 
Hyrapret Arathoon, an Insolvent, against Catherine 
Arathoon, his wife, since deceased, and Vertannes Ter 
Martyrose, her trustee, to compel specific performance 
of an agreement, in the nature of a family compromise, 
entered into by her with her husband ; and also to set 


•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee, —The Right 
Hon. Lord Chelmsford, the Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Right 
' Hon. Dr. Lushington, and the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan. 

AM»9a$ora, — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Rie-ht 
Hon. Sir Junes W. Colvile. ^ 
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aside an execution under a decree, taken out by her 
Gregory subsequent to such agreement, whereby a house and 
coch'ranf. premises belonging to her husband, was seized ; and 

further to restrain her from receiving any dividends 
in respect of a debt proved by her against his estate, 
as being in contravention of such agreement. The 
defence was, first, that the agreement was vitiated by 
fraudulent misrepresentations, concealment, and sup- 
pression of facts by her husband, and in paiticular 
that at the time of the execution of the deed he was 
possessed of the house and premises, which fact he 
had concealed from her ; and, secondly, that the 
house and premises were fraudulently purchased by 
the husband, out of the wife’s separate estate en- 
trusted to him as lier legal guardian, she being a 
minor at the time of her marriage. 

The facts and circumstances of the case are fully 
stated in the judgment. 

Sir Hugh Cairns, Q. C., and Mr. Leith, appeared 
for the Appellant ; and. 

Mr. B, Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. Maufle, for the 
Respondents. 

The eases of Atfwood v. Small (a) ; Dietrichsen v. 

Cahhurn (/>), M’ere referred to in the argument. 

Judgment was delivered by 

The Right Hon. Lord Kingsoown : 

In this case the original appeal was brought by 
Catherine Araihoon, since deceased, against a decree 
of the Supreme Court at Calcaffa, on the Equity side, 
which in effect set aside an execution issued by the 
original Appellant, and directed a reconveyance of 
the property seized and sold under it. Mrs. Araihoon 


6th Feb., 
1861. 


(a) G C!. v'c Fin. 232. 


(b) 2 Phill. 52. 
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having died, the suit has been revived by the present 
Appellant, who is her personal rei^resentative. 

The Kespoiident, Cochrauc, is the Ollieial assignee 
under the Insolvent Act of Arathoon H^/rapret Ara- 
thoon, the husband of the late Appellant, against 
whose property the execution in cpiestion was issued. 

The husband and wife were both Armenian Chris- 
tians. The marriage took place in the year 1836, the 
lady at that time being little more than twelve years 
of age, entitled to a large property, both real and 
personal, and under the wardship and protection of 
the Provincial Court of Dacca, wliere she resided. 

Previously to the marriage, the future husband, at 
the instance of an aunt of the wife, signed an Ikrar- 
naviah, or agreement, by wliich provision was made 
for some settlement of the real and personal estate of 
the wife. The inslrinncnt itself was destroyed by 
Arathoon, after tlie marriage, in a lit of passion, as 
he alleges, and the contents of it do not distinctly 
appear. 

Though the marriage took place without the sane- 
lion of the Court, the husband was put into posses- 
sion of the real and ijersonal property of the wife. It 
is suggested in the Appellant’s case, that he was so 
put into i)ossession as the tutor and guardian of his 
wife during her minority, and that this was done in 
conformity with the Armenian law, by which their 
rights were to be governed. It does not appear that 
on this occasion the Ikrarnamah was brought under 
the notice of the Court. 

There were several children of the marriage, which 
proved a very unhappy one; there were continual 
quarrels between the husband and wife; and at last 
they separated in 1845. 


jS6o. 
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In June, 184.*), Airs. Arathoon brought a suit 
against her husband, in the Zillah Court of Bucher- 
{fnnge, in which she stated that she had attained her 
majority; charged iiim with ill-treatment and malver- 
sation of her property; and prayed that he might be 
decreed to account for the same, and that she might 
be put into possession of the whole of her real and 
personal estate, which had been, as she alleged, en- 
trusted to liim as lier legal guardian. 

The husband, by his answer, insisted that the 
rights of the parties were to be governed by lllnglish 
law, and that by such law the proprietai*}^ right to his 
wife’s real and personal estate had vested in him, and 
that the instrument which he had executed was not 
binding upon him. 

On the 22nd of September, 1845, the suit was 
heard before the Judge of the Zillah Court, who held 
that the Armenian law was to prevail; that the hus- 
band by his conduct had put an end to the state of 
tutelage in which the Plaintiff was placed; and that 
her rigid to the control of her own property, which 
he stated to be undoubted according to the law, could 
no longer be withheld. He then declared that the 
wife was entitled, both by law and by virtue of the 
agreement entered into before the marriage, to have 
delivered up to her tlie whole of her real and personal 
property, and also to have an account of the bygone 
rents and profits, subject to a deduction in respect of 
the sums which the Defendant could prove that he 
liad expended in the maintenance of the family during 
the time that the wife resided with him. The decree 
then, as we understand it, though the matter is not 
very clear, charged the Defendant with the value of 
all the real and personal property of the wife which 
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he was shown to have possessed, amounting to 
Rs, 3,99,510, of which about Ks. 1,86,000 was the 
value of the I'eal, ami the remainder the value of the 
personal estate. 

Against this decree there was an appeal to the 
Sudder Court at Calcutta, by whicli the judgment of 
the Court below was affirmed on the 17th of August, 
1848. 

It is obvious that this decree involved the con- 
sideration of several important questions; whether 
the Armenian or the English law was to regulate the 
rights of the parties; and if the Armenian, whetlier 
by that law the wife was entitled to the whole of her 
real and personal estate, as if she were a feme sole, 
exempt from all claims on the part either of her 
husband or children (a notion not entirely consistent 
with the fact that the husband had been required 
before the marriage to execute an agreement renounc- 
ing or limiting his right) ; and, if so, whether the 
agreement had contained a provision limiting the 
wife^s powers, and securing the property after the 
death of the parents to the children. If, on the other 
hand, the rights of the parties were to be regulated 
by the English law, it would be difficult upon any 
principles tp maintain the decree. 

It is insisted by the Appellant that this decree not 
having been made the subject of appeal within six 
months to Her Majesty in Council had become final, 
before the compromise which is the subject of the 
proceedings now before their Lordships was made, 
but their Lordships think that what afterwards took 
place removes any bar which could have been caused 

by lapse of time. 

The decree in question had been made in the 
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absence oi' the children, who were not parties to the 
suit. There were, at this lime, i'our children, all, 
ot course, l)y our law, infants. Three were residing 
with their father, and one, the 3 'oiingcst, with the 
mother. 


On the 2nd of AnfjHsl, 1848, a few days after the 
affirmance of the decree, a bill was filed in the Su- 
premo Court of Calcutta in the names of the infant 


children of Air. and Airs. Arathoon^ by the brother of 
Ai'athoou, as their next friend, against the father and 
mother. This Hill stated that by the terms of the 
agreement, or Ikrarnamah, executed by the husband 
before the marriage, the children were entitled in 
reversion to the whole real and personal jjroperty of 
the wife; that such agreement had been destroyed by 
Arathoou; that he was totally unable to pay the 
large debt awarded against him in his wife’s suit; 
that he would ])e thrown into prison, and the children, . 
who were residing with him, would be left to starve. 
The Bill prayed that the contents of the agreement 
might be ascertained, and that the rights of the 
children might be secured, and that the wife might 
be restrained by injunction from executing the decree 
which she liad obtained, and by which the whole pro- 
perty in which the children were interested would be 
swept away. 


It is suggested by the Appellant that the object of 
the children’s suit was to defeat, without any appeal, 
the execution of the decree obtained by the wife, and 
that the suit Avas instituted in collusion Avith the 
husband, which is very possible. But however this 
may be, on the institution of the second suit, further 
proceedings in both suits were stayed, negotiations 
for an amicable settlement of the disputes betAveen 
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the husband and wife were entered into, the parties 
came together again, and cohabited till the 30th of 
Aprilj 1849. 

It is clear that the time which elapsed during this 
interval could have no effect in barring Arathoon\); 
right of appeal against the decree of the ITtli of 
Augtistj 1848. 

On the 30th of April, 1849, the parties again 
separated. Mrs. Arathoon thereupon sued out a writ 
of execution under the decree of the 17th of August, 
1848, and was put into possession of her real estates, 
in the receipt of the rents and profits of which her 
• husband had been up to this time. 

On the 12th of May, 1850, Arathoon sued out of 
the Supreme Court a writ of habeas corpus against 
his wife to recover possession of her youngest child, 
then a little more than three years old, who was 
living with his mother, and an order was made by tlie 
Chief Justice for the delivery of such child to the 
father. 

On the 15th of May, 1849, Mrs. Arathoon filed her 
separate answer in the suit of the children. She denied 
that the IJcrarnamah, signed by the husband contained 
any provision for the children, or any restriction upon 
her rights, or that she was at all bound by it if it did. 
She stated that, under the decree of August, 1848, 
she had obtained possession of her real estate, but 
that all her personal estate, and the mesne profits of 
her real estate, still remained to be recovered from 
her husband. 

To enforce these claims she issued two writs of 
' execution out of the Zillah Court, by one of which, 
dated the 21st of May, 1849, the Zillah Judge 
directed the Nazir of the Court to apprehend 

u 2 
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Arathoon, unless he paid the sum of Rs. 1,15,620. 
8a. lOp. ; and by the other, dated the 29th of 
the same month, the Judge directed the same 
officer to levy of the lands, goods, and chattels of 
her husband the sum of Rs. 1,16,236. 8a. 9p., besides 
costs of suit. 

How these sums were made out does not very dis- 
tinctly appear, nor do we understand upon what prin- 
ciple the two writs were issued, one against the person 
and the other against the property of the husband, for 
different amounts, nor whether they were for different 
portions of the same debt, or whether the one was in- 
cluded in the other. 

For the purposes of the present appeal, however, 
these questions are not very material. It is clear that 
both these writs were founded on the decree of the 
17th of August, 1848; that the real estate awarded 
by that decree had been delivered up; and that the 
sum found due for personal estate, and rents and 
profits of the real estate, alone remained to be ac- 
counted for, subject to an allowance in respect of the 
sums expended in maintenance. 

In this state of the litigation in this unfortunate 
family, negotiations were entered into for the settle- 
ment of all their disputes. Agents and friends were 
employed on both sides ; and at length, after a long 
interval of discussion, the terms were agreed upon, 
and were embodied in a deed in the English form, 
dated the 17th of July, 1849, which was made be- 
tween Mrs. Arathoon of the first part, her husband 
of the second part, the next friend of the infants in 
their suit of the third part, and a formal party of the 
fourth part. 

This deed contained a very full recital of the 



ON APPEAL PROM THE EAST INDIES. 

disputes subsisting between the parties, and a state- 
ment of the personal property of the wife disposed of 
by the husband, or remaining in his hands, by which 
it appeared that Es. 70,000, had been laid out in the 
purchase of a real estate in the Old China Bazar at 
Calcutta in his own name, and that (jovernment pro- 
missory notes to the amount of Rs. 21,000, were stilJ 
in his hands; and it then provided that all the suits 
and litigation should be terminated upon the terms 
subsequently stated. These were, in effect, that 
upon the children’s suit being compromised by order 
of the Court, Mrs. Arathoou would enter uj) satisfac- 
tion on the judgments which she had obtained against 
her husband, and in the mean time suspend their 
execution; that the promissory notes in the hands of 
the husband should be made over to her; that the 
property situate in Calcutta should be vested in 
trustees, to be approved of by the Master, upon trust 
to pay the rents to Araihoon, he maintaining three of 
llie children, who were to remain with him, and after 
his death to pay the rents to the wife, if she survived, 
and after the death of the husband and wife, in trust 
for all the children, and the issue of such as should 
die. It was then provided that one of the children 
already born, and the child of which the wife was 
then pregnant, should reside with her, and that the 
husband and wife should, in future, live separate, and 
a deed of separation and mutual releases were to be 
executed. The next friend of the infants was to ob- 
tain a reference to the Master, to inquire whether it 
would be for their benefit that their suit should be 
compromised on these terms, and the wife was to pay 
her own costs, and also the costs of the infant Plain- 
tiffs in their suit. 
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All order was accordingly obtained in the infants’ 
suit for a reference to the Alaster, as provided by the 
agreement. The Alaster seems to have doubted 
whether he could sanction on their behalf, the pro- 
posed compromise, and he required, before he did so, 
that Arathoon should put in his answer. By his 
answer AraDioon admitted that the Ikraniamah was to 
the effect stated in the Bill, and that in a fit of passion 
he had destroyed it; he said that at the time of the 
marriage he was a person of independent, though 
small, property, and he admitted that he was wholly 
unable to pay the large amount for which execution 


had been issued against him, 
tain the children. 


or adequately 


to main- 


The Alaster ultimately approved the compromise. 
His report was confirmed by tlie Court, which, on 
the 18th of February, 1850, made an order directing 
the compromise, as regarded the children, to be ' 
carried into effect, and a proper deed to be executed 
for conveying the estate in the Old China Bazar to 
trustees, upon the trusts proposed by the agreement. 

A deed was accordingly prepared and executed, 
bearing date the 25th of December, 1850, by which 
this estate was conveyed to two gentlemen of the 
names of Bagram and Foss. The promissory notes 
of the Government described in the deed of compro- 
mise, were transferred to Mrs. Arathoon. She re- 
mained in possession of her real estate; she lived 
separate from her husband without any interference 
by him, and she had the custody of the child who 
was to be retained by her, and also of that which 
was born subsequently to the agreement, and the suit 
of the children was put an end to. In short, she 
received the full benefit of every stipulation contained 
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in her favour in the deed of compromise, which, as 
regarded her interests, was in substance fully and 
completely executed. 

She did not enter up, and probably was not called 
upon to enter up, satisfaction on the judgment 
which she had obtained against her husband, and on 
which writs of execution had been issued ; this was 
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a mere formal act. 


The amount of the Government promissory notes 
which had been handed over to her, and the value 
of the Old China Bazar estate, now settled on the 
children, were included in the sums for which the 
executions had been issued, and by the transfer and 
conveyance under the terms of the compromise, these 
judgments had been actually satisfied. 

Availing herself, however, of the circumstance that 
satisfaction had not been entered up, Mrs. ArathooUf 
on the 21st of January, 1853, while she was enjoy- 
ing the benefits secured to her by the compromise, 
adopted the extraordinary proceeding of putting in 
force one of the writs of execution which had been 
thus satisfied, and seizing under it a house in Free 
School Street, Calcutta, as property belonging to her 
husband, and liable to her execution. The husband's 
interest in this house was sold by the Sheriff, and the 
house was purchased by Mrs. Arathoon, and in May, 
1854, was conveyed to a trustee for her. 

Arathoon hereupon took the benefit of the Insolvent 
Act. The Respondent, Cochrane, was appointed assignee, 
and, in the month of September, 1855, he filed against 
the late Appellant and the trustee for her, to wEom 
the house in Free School Street had been conveyed, 
the Bill out of which the present appeal arises. This 
Bill insisted on the terms of the compromise, and 
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prayod that it might be declared binding upon the 
(^KiookY Defendant, Mrs. Ai athoon, and that she might be de- 

7 '* ^ 

coiiiKANE. cifed to enter up satisfaction on the deci’ee or judg- 
ment in lier suit, and tliat the house in Free School 
Street might he conveyed to the Plaintiff, as assignee 
of Arathoon. 

The Defendant, by her answer, admitted the agree- 
ment, but alleged that she had been induced to enter 
into it by the positive statement of her husband, that 
except the Old China Bazar estate, he was possessed 
of no property wliatever; while, in fact, he was at 
that time possessed of the house in Free School Street, 
which had been conveyed at tlio same time with the 
Old Chinn Bazar estate to the same trustees ; that 
the fact of such right of her husband to this pro- 
pel ty had been fraudulently concealed from her at 
the time of the compromise; and she insisted that, 
under the circumstances, she was well justified in 
seizing the Free School Street house under her writ 
of execution, and in refusing to enter up satisfaction 
on her judgment. She appended to her answer the 
copy of a notice which she had received from the 
trustees under the deed of the 25th of December, 
1850, already referred to, in which it was stated that, 
liy a deed of the same date, the house in Free School 
Street had been conveyed to them by Arathoon upon 
certain trusts for the benefit of himself, his wife, and 
children, which do not appear to differ very materi- 
ally fioin those to which the Old China Bazar estate 
was subject. 

Evidence was gone into, and at the hearing the 

C ouit was of opinion, tliat the defence was not made 

out in point of fact, and that if it had been it could 
not have been sustained in point of law. 
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The decree ordered satisfaction to be entered on 
the judgment, and the estate in question to be con- okecorv 
veyed to the Plaintiff, subject to any claims which cochkane.; 
might be established against it by the Trustees under 
the conveyance in trust, alleged to have been executed 
by Arathoon. 

Their Lordships agree with the Court below in 
their opinions on all the points which they had to 
. consider. 

There is no evidence that Mrs. Arathoon in enter- 
ing into the agreement of coniproinise acted under 
the belief that her husband was possessed of no real 
estate beyond that in the Old China Bazar. If she 
really was acting upon that assumption it was neces- 
sary, in order to make the fact of any importance, 
that it should have been communicated to her hus- 
band ; for otherwise there could be nothing to 
require him to make any discovery of his property, 
or to subject him to any imputation of bad faith for 
omitting to do so. But no such communication 
appears ever to have been made, and there is no 
sufficient proof that Arathoon ever made, or was ever 
called upon to make, any disclosure as to the amount 
or particulars of his property, except as to imrchases 
made with the money of his wife. There was no 
statement in his answer in the suit of the children 
that he had no real property except the (Jld China 
Bazar estate; and he had, and his mfe could not be 
ignorant that he had, a share in a house in Calcutta 
which had belonged to his mother. 

The grounds of the compromise are fully stated in 
the recitals of the deed. It is not pretended that 
such recitals are inaccurate, and from the beginning 
to the end there is no trace of the alleged statement 
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of Uie husband, nor of the pretence now sot up that 
his state of destitution was any consideration for the 
wife entering into the coinproinise. He liad, indeed, 
stated, what was eqxially true, whether the Free 
School Street house belonged to him or not, that 
lie was unable to satisfy' the judgment obtained by 
his wife. This lady received ample consideration for 
r.])andoning her writs of execution. She secured a 
separation from her husband. She got rid of any 
claim by liim and by her children to any part of her 
real or personal estate, except the property in the 
Old China Bazar, She prevented any appeal against 
(lie decree which had been pronounced in her favour 
in the Sadder Court, and she secured the custody of 
two of her children. 

That the inquiry as to Arathoon's property was 
confined to purchases made with the money of his 
wife, is clear from what took place in the month of 
March, 1850. 

At that time Mr. Templeton, the solicitor of Mrs. 
Arathonn, supposed that Arathoon was the owner of 
tlie house in Free School Street; and he insisted that 
this house had been purchased with Mrs. Arathoon's 
money, and ought to be included in the settlement 
on the children. He wrote to this effect to 1^. 
Denman, the solicitor acting for the infants; and it 
is clear from the evidence, that both Mr. Denman and 
Mr. Templeton considered that the principle of the 
arrangement for the compromise was that all real 
estate which had been purchased with Mrs. Arathoon's 
money should be the subject of the settlement. This 
is perfectly consistent with the recital in the deed, 
and with the commission of a fraud by Arathoon in 
misrepresenting or cencealing the fact that such pur- 
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chase had been so made. But there is no trace of ^ 
any claim being made on behalf of Uvs. Arafhoon on grecokv 
the property at this time, supposing it to be the ( icuRANt. 
independent property of the husband, not purchased 
with her money, nor is there any complaint of mis- 
representation or concealment by him, if that was 
the case. There was full opportunity of inquiring 
into the circumstances between the month of March, 
when the claim in question was ])rought forward, and 
the subsequent monthW December, when the com- 
promise was carried into^e^; and the lady at that 
time acquiesced in the arran^ent previously made, 
and accepted the benefits thereby given to her in 
satisfaction of her claims under the judgment. 

On the whole, their Lordships are satisfied that 
no such fraud as is the foundation of the defence in 
this case has been established against the husband. 

If it had been it could not have been used as a de- 
fence in this suit, which is not one for the specific 
performance of an agreement remaining in fieri, and 
in which a Court of Equity has a discretionary power 
to grant or to refuse relief beyond the law. It is a 
Bill to set aside an act done in plain violation of an 
agreement which, in all its material parts, had been 
executed, and all the benefits of which the party 
violating it retained on her part, while as against the 
other party she treated it as a nullity. 

There may be reason to suspect from the evidence 
that the house in Free School Street was purchased 
with the wife’s money, and that if so purchased it 
ought to have been included in the settlement, and 
that it was kept out of the settlement by the fraudu- 
lent misrepresentations or concealment of the hus- 
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band. But on that hypotliesis the proceedings of the 
wife are equally irregular. If the house was bound 
by a trust for the children it could not be subject to 
a writ of execution for her private debts. Her 
proper course would have been not to treat the agree- 
ment as a nullity, but to act upon it, and enforce it 
by a Bill to compel a settlement of the property 
which had been improperly withheld. 

In truth, however, it appears that a settlement 
iiad been made of the house on trusts pretty mucli 
the same with those applicable to the property in the 
Old China Bazar. 

On the whole, their Lordships agree both with the 
decision in the Court below, and with the reasons 
assigned for it in the extremely able judgment of the 
Chief Justice, and they must advise Her Majesty to 
affirm the decree complained of, with costs. 
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Luckmee Chund, and others - - - Ajypellanfs, 

AND 

ZoRAWUE Mull, and others - - - - Respondents. 

On appeal from the Stidder Beivanny AdatvM at 
Agra in the North-Western Provinces. 



Heard ex-parte. 


Ju-rhdiction—Phice of of S/aC— 

« Bvitish Indio and fnn .■« Nntivo Staf^ rnicrrd ,nio 

■Jrnfral vlace of hu.tine.s.-t in Briti.sh India— B ooVm Upl and hoJonce afrncL 

n British India— Partnership evdino in loss— Suit by 

igainst Native State frm for debt due on balance strvcl—roium. 

A contract was entcvc<l into at Tivtlam. in tl.o in.lcpenrlent State nf 
\falwn, between the firm of L., who resided and cavvied on 
\rnttra, witbin tlio .inrisdiction of tlie Zdlnh Court at ^ 

)f carrying on business at nminni. and clsewbcre ; for the establish 
nont of a ‘ co-partnership for the purchase and sale of nT«ium. The co- 
^Undip bLness was carried ' nu principally f*/ 
insinoss was conducted there by means of the capital 

mneevn. by the firm of L., in which place the partnership books nere 
kept. At the close of the partnership, which ^^^s J'V‘ 

a balance was struck at Mutirn. which showed a of f 

firm of Z. to the firm of L. Tn an action brought by the film of L. 

against the firm of in the Zniah Court of Agra, for recove^ of the 
amount of this balance, it was }.leaded by ^ tha as the contract was 
made at Ttvilam. whore tlic firm resided, the Zdlah at J,« 7 ra had, 

bv Ben ■Rcff. IT., of 180.^, no jurisdiction to ontertain "J !,J 

obiection the Zillah Court allowed, and afterw.ards the ..udder Court at 

Agra, on appeal, snstained. 

TTpon appeal such decision was reversed by the Judicial Committee 


The sole question in this appeal was, whether the 
Zillah Court at Agra had .iurisdiction under the pro- 
visions of Ben. Eeg. II. of 1803 to entertain the suit. 

•Present- Members nf the -Tudiiial Committee , — The Riptht 
TTnn T.nrd Chelmsford, the Rifrht Hon. the Lord .Tustice^KniRht 
B™™. the Riffht Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. the 

Lord Justice Turner. 

ytssmor-s— The Rierht Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 


» 


3rd Dec : 
i86o. 
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o)» tlic groumi, tbo uiusc of action arose in Muttra, and was, by Ben. 
Beg. II., of 1808, within the .jurisdiction of the /Allah Court of Agra. 

First, because Muttra was the established place of business of the 
co partnership, whore the books were kept for the purpose of the i)artncrs 
ascertaining the state of the transactions between them, and 


Secinidly, j-.s it was tlterc that the balauco 
the balance due. 


was struck, and payment of 


The case was not heard upon its merits, but on a 
preliminary point, whether the Zlllah Court at Acfra 
had jurisdiction to hear and determine the suit under 
the provisions of Ben. Eeg. II. 1803, secs. 3, 4, 5 (a). 
The Appellants were non-suited by the Zlllah Court, 
on the ground of want of jurisdiction, and that Court's 
decree was affirmed on appeal hy the Sadder Deivanny 
Ada whit. 

The facts of the case were these : — 

The Appellants resided at Muttra, within the ambit 
of the Zillah Court of Agra*s jurisdiction, carrying 
on a banking and mercantile business by themselves 


{«) Those sections enact as follows: — 


U 


:3. The jurisdietitjn of the Zillah Courts sliall extend to all civil 
suits arising within the Districts and places which are, or shall be, 
included in the Zillah.'i in which they are respectively established. 


“4. All natives, and other 
hereby declared to be ainenal)le 
City Courts. 


persons not British subjects, arc 
to the jurisdiction of the Zillah and 


“5. The Zillah Courts are empowered to take cognizance of all 
suits and complaints lespeeting the succession or right to real or 
personal property, land rents, revenues, debts, accounts, contracts, 
paitnei ships, niairiage, caste, claims to damages for injuries, and 

generally, of all suits and complaints of a civil nature, in which 
tlie Defendant may come within any of the descriptions of per- 
sons mentioned in section 4 ; provided tliat the landed or other 
real properly, to which the suit or complaint may relate, shall be 
situated, or in all other cases the cause of action shall have arisen, 
or the Defendant at the time when the suit may be commenced 
shall reside, as a fixed inhabitant, within the limits of the Zillah 
over which their jurisdiction may extend.” 
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and by Gomastahs, or agents, in houses of business esta- 
blished in the principal cities throughout India. One 
of these houses established at Muttra, was carried on 
by the Appellants. Another was established at Rutlam, 
in the independent JState of Malwa, and the business 
carried on by agents only. The Respondents were 
also Bankers and merchants, carrying on business at 
Rutlam. 
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The dealings between the parties to this appeal 
began in the month of March, 1846, when one 
Salig Ram went to Muttra, and had an interview 
with the Appellants, at their house of business there, 
to whom he was previously known, at one time as 
the partner, and at another as the Gomastah of the 
Respondents. At this interview, Salig Ram stated 
that he had been commissioned by the Respondents 
to effect a partnership l)etweeii them and the Appel- 
lants in the purchase and sale of opium. 

The terms and conditions of the partnership were, 
after some delay, finally agreed to at Muttra by the 
Appellants on the one part, and by Salig Ram, acting- 
on behalf of the Respondents on the other part. The 
authority of Salig Ram, as agent, was afterwards con- 
firmed by the Respondents, both verbally and by a 
letter sent by them to the Appellants. That letter 
was as follows ; — 


“Dear brethren, brother Radhalci'shen, and brother 
Rughonath Doss^ accept the salutations of the 
Rutlam Walas and Dan Mull, and Indur Mull, 

and know that the Rutlam Walas assigned over 

the opium business to brother Salig Ram. The 

transactions conducted by Salig Ram, wherein 
he made purchases at Muphul, Bathama, Buja, 
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,860. Rutlani, Burnugur, and Mundisore, you will be 
Lu^^EE pleased to close. In iuture your and our joint 
chund transactions you will be pleased to enter into with 
zoRAwuK the consent of both parties, opening a separate set 

of books. The profit or loss shown by these wdll 
consist of 21 shares, that is to say, one share shall 
bejong to God, 12^ shares shall belong to yourselves, 
and 74 shares shall be our property. It is agreed 

that this sliall be the distribution of the 21 shares. 
The former loss of three and a tpiarter lacs of rupees 
brother Salig Bat}} has taken upon himself, and until 
vour loss is reimbursed the share shall continue as 
above stated. When your loss shall have been re- 
covered, then the shares shall be divided half and 
half alike. In these transactions your capital at 
Muttra shall be embarked, and interest at the rate 
of 6 annas per cent, per mensem will be allowed. 
Salig Rom will conduct the business, and he will 
act with the consent of both parties. Salig Ram will 
discharge his duties towards both parties conscien- 
tiously.” 

It appeared that separate sets of books were opened, 
and kept at Muttra, where the co-partnership business 

was carried on at the house of business there of the 

% 

Appellants. The moneys used as the capital in the 
co-partnership dealings were, also, supplied by the 
Appellants at Muttra, and debited in the books kept 
there, to the amount of Rs. 57,31,865. Salig Ram 
alone expending and employing the same in the pur- 
chase of opium for the copartnership. The opium 
was sold at Bomhag and in China, and the account sales 
and proceeds were all remitted to the Appellants’ 
house at Muttra, where the business and accounts 
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ol the co-partnership were kept by the Appellants, and 
where the books containing those accounts were re- 
^ tained. 

It further appeared that losses were sustained in 
the business, and when the co-partnership dealhigs 
and accounts were closed, a balance was struck at 
Muttra, against the co-partnership, amounting to 
Rs. 22,67,962. 

The Appellants informed the Respondents of tlie 
state of the co-partnership accounts, and the balance 
at debit, and requested them to come to a settlement 
and pay their share of the balance. 

The Respondents having neglected to pay the 
same, an action was brought by the Appellants in the 
Zillah Court of Agra, against them to recover their 
share of the balance, amounting to the sum of 
Rs. 10,75,156. la., including interest as well as the 
principal. Amongst other things set forth in the 
plaint, the terms and conditions of the co-partnership 
verbally agreed to at Muttra, by the Respondents 
through Salig Ram, were stated, and a letter received 
by the Appellants from the Respondents was set out, 
which was in these terms: — “The Defendants (the Re- 
spondents), according to mercantile custom, addressed 
a letter to the house at Rutlam, under date the 
2nd Katik Soodee Stimhut, 1903, containing all the 
conditions in respect to the partnership which Salig 
Ram had previously proposed and settled with the 
Plaintiffs (the Appellants), which letter, along with 
other letters of the Defendants, the Plaintiffs now 

hold/' 

The answer of the Respondents, among other 
things, stated that they were residents of Oodeypore 
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zoKAwuR entitled to be heard in the Company’s Courts, and 

M Ul.L. 

especially in the Agra Court; and, secondly, as to 
the incorrectness of the claim itself. As to the first 
objection, it was alleged, that Salig Ram was neither 
the agent nor partner of the Kespondents, nor did they 
depute him, but that he was the agent and confidant 
of the Appellants; and secondly, that the Respondents 
were not residents in the British territory, nor did the 
transactions and accounts declared to have taken 
place by the Appellants occur in a British terri- 
tory. That, according to Reg. II. 1803, there were 
two points which defined tlie District in which a 
suit could be instituted. One of them was to the 
effect, that it should be instituted in the place where 
the transactions occurred with Defendants ; and the 
other, that it should be presented in the District of 
which, at the time of presenting the complaint, the 
Defendants were permanent residents; and they in- 
sisted that the institution of the suit in the Com- 
pany’s Court was a violation of the Treaties existing 
between the British Government and Native States, 
an account of which was given in the letter addressed 
by the agent to the Judge of the Zillah, dated the 
4th Map, 1850, and which was filed with the misl; 
and tlie Appellants relied upon the letter, dated 2nd 
Katik Soodee Sumhut, 1903, received from the house 
of Rutlam, situate in a Native State, in connection 
with the partnership, the cause of action in the present 
suit— when, according to the Appellants’ own show- 
ing, that letter related to Rutlam, and could not. 
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By the replication it was insisted that the Respond- zorawuk 
ents were residents and had property, both moveable 
and immoveable, within the territories of the East India 
Company ; but that being" mercantile men they occa- 
sionally travelled to other places ; and it was further 
insisted that suits might be heard against those who 
were residents in a Foreign territory, under the rule laid 
down in section 36 of the Despatch of the Honour- 
able Court of Directors, dated 27th of May, 1835: 
and, that the Treaties alluded to in the answer were 
not applicable to this case. The replication also 
stated that the letter alluded to in the answer, was 
not the ground of action, but only a verification of 
the conditions of the co-partnership which had been 
concluded previously at Muttra, through Salig Ram, 
the authorized agent of the Respondents; and that 
he had been for a long time a partner, and subse- 
quently the Goniastah of the Respondents. 

The Zillah Court of Agra, directed, among others, 
the foUowing issues to be tried. First, whether the 
Court was legally competent to hear the suit; and 
secondly, whether any defect existed in the claim 
which rendered the- Plaintiffs liable to be non-suited. 

The^ issues of facts arising from the pleadings were 
stated to be. First, whether the partnership con- 
tract in the opium speculation was actually entered 
into as stated by the Plaintiffs ; secondly, if the con- 
tract was proved, whether the amount claimed was 
due; and thirdly, whether Salig Ram was the accre- 
dited agent and partner of the Defendants, and entered 
into the terms of the contract on their behalf. 

X 2 
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Witnesses were examined on the part of the Appel- 
lants. It was proved that the alleged co-partnership 
was effected through Sally Ram at Muttra, as the agent 
of the Hespondents; and the subsequent verbal con- 
firmation of his acts by one of the Kespondents, 
Bhubootee Sing. The letter written by him in the 
name of his firm to the Appellants’ firm was also 
proved, and that the accounts were kept, and pay- 
ments made, and the proceeds of the opium received 
at Muttra on account of the co-partnership. No 
witnesses were examined by the Eespondents. 


On the 24th of July, 1851, judgment was pro- 
nounced by Mr. Henry Byng Harington, the Officiat- 
ing Judge of the Zillah Court of Agra. By that 
judgment the Appellants were non-suited, on the 
ground that they had failed to establish that the 
Respondents were subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Court in respect to tlie claim, either on the ground of 
the cause of action having arisen, or on the Respon- 
dents being constructively or otherwise residents, at 
the date of the institution of the suit, within the 
limits of the Court’s jurisdiction. 

The Appellants appealed from this judgment to 
the Sudder Dewanny Adawlui of the North-Western 
Provinces at Agra. 

ihe appeal was heard before Messrs. Beghie, 
Browne, and Harington, the Judges of that Court, and 
a decree was pronounced on the 7th of June, 1852. 
The material parts of this decree were as follows : — 
“Apart from the facts involved in it, the question 
of jurisdiction itself lies within a narrow compass. 
It is not denied that a party entering into a partner- 
ship engagement with a firm in the British territory, 
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and carrying on transactions elsewhere with the funds 
advanced by it, is liable to the jurisdiction of tlie 
tribunal of the locality where the cause of action, or 
in other words the partnership contract arose; nor, 
on the other hand, is it contended that a party, resi- 
dent in the British territory, who embarks his capital 
in trading speculations with residents of a Foreign 
territory, on a contract entered into and to be exe- 
cuted within that territory, has any power by law to 
summon the other contracting party before his own 
Courts. The Appellants, in fact, throw the grounds 
of their suit on the contract which Salig Ram is said 
to have concluded with them on the part of the Re- 
spondents within the A^ra jurisdiction ; and although 
the cause of action has not been set forth in the plaint 
with the distinctness required by law, it may be 
gathered from the pleadings at large with sufficient 
clearness to constitute the determination of this fact; 
the test of the jurisdiction. On the pleadings, tlie 
proof of Salif/ Ram having been the accredited agent 
of Respondents, and of the contract alleged, must be 
first considered, and as these must be drawn from the 
oral and documentary evidence, and from general 
probabilities, the Court consider the first objection 
raised by the Appellants in their reasons to be of no 
weight, no more of the facts of the case having been 
entered into by the Court below than were necessary 
to enable it to arrive at some certain conclusion on 
the preliminary issue. The Court first note the 
ambiguous character in which Salig Ram is said to 
have appeared at Muttra, and the want of any satis- 
factory proof of the real position held by him in 
relation to the Defendants in their general business. 
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In the pleadings he is stated to have been both partner 
and agent. In the oral evidence the witnesses ad~ 
duced by the Appellants depose on their knowledge, 
derived from common and credible rumour, that he 
was the confidential friend and agent of the Defend- 
ants' house of business, that he had also a share of 
his own in several liouses of business in Malwa, 
and that the Defendants, on being questioned, had 
themselves stated that he was one of them. But in 
the petition presented l)y Salig Ram himself to the 
Resident of Indore, he represents that his partner- 
ship with Defendants had been dissolved some time 
before, and that a 'Farigh-huttee/ or deed of release, 
had been exchanged, whereby it was agreed that 
a yearly allowance of Rs. 6,000, should be paid to 
him in satisfaction of all claims. The petition was 
presented for the purpose of obtaining the aid of 
the ' Residency authorities in the payment of the 
allowance; and although the presenter of it had 
an obvious motive in exaggerating his services, no 
mention is made in it of any direct and con- 
tinued connection with Defendants, in the way 
of situation or service, subsequently to the disso- 
lution, or of any power having been committed to 
him, either as an agent or friend, to open the nego- 
tiation referred to therein. This evidence is, in the 
opinion of the Court, wholly insufficient to prove that 
Salig Ram had established himself as an accredited 
agent in the general business of the Defendants’ firm 
so as to dispense with the formality of credentials, 
and the Appellants do not affirm that any special 
letter of introduction was brought by him authorizing 
liis proposals. It is, on the contrary, abundantly clear 
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from the circumstances, no less than from the ambi- 
guities and contradictions above noticed, that the 
Appellants were quite at a loss in what manner they 
were to receive the conimunications of Sdlig Rani; 
and that after deputing a confidential servant for the 
purpose of observing his proceedings, and instructing 
their correspondents at the branch firm at Rutlam to 
maRe full inquiries on the subject, they took no fur- 
ther steps in the matter until the receipt of the letter 
which had been transmitted to them by the Rutlam 
house. The correctness or otherwise of the inference 
drawn by the Judge from the question proposed to the 
witness, Puna Lai, appears to the Court to be of no 
material consequence either way. The facts still remain, 
that Salig Ram, after his lengthened stay at Muttra, did 
not repair, on his return, to his alleged principals; 
that nearly six months, according to the Appellants^ 
own showing, elapsed between the arrival of Salig 
Ram at Muttra and the date of the letter, which 
period had been spent in inquiries, and that the books 
were not opened in the interim. The circumstances 
are strongly opposed to the statements put forth by 
the Appellants, and afford no indications of the tender 
and acceptance of formal proposals regarding the 
partnership, and of the postponement of the opening 
of the books until the terms of the contract had been 
ratified by the principals of the Defendants’ firm, as 
asserted by them. There is, it is true, some oral evi- 
dence to the i)articulars of the negotiation between 
Salig Ram and the Appellants at Muttra, but no value 
can be allowed it when weighed against the opposite 
presumptions, and the Court view it on other grounds 
with much distrust. Negotiations of so delicate and 
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iiiiI)ortant a character between large and opulent firms 
are not usually conducted in the presence of witnesses, 
and proof of such transactions is not sought for by 
(lie Courts, or by the coinniercial usages recognized 
liy the Courts in oral testimony. It is at the same time 
remarkable, considering the advantages in point of 
jurisdiction which the completion of the contract at 
Aluttra would have conferred, that the Appellants, 
wlio are thoroughly vei’sed in the practice of our 
C ourts, should liave neglected to guard their own 
s t , securing some unquestionable documen- 
(ary prool of the tact, in aid of their present alle- 
gations. The letter remains to be considered, a 
Iranslation oi which is to lie found in the decision 
appealed from. Kach party placing a different con- 
st! uction on this docximent, the Appellants urging 
that its terms convey a ratification of the previously- 
completed contract of which it was merely the evi- 
(lenco, whilst, according- to the statements of the 
Delendants, and under the view of its purport taken 
I'.v tlie Judge, it formed tlie original and basis of the 
partnership agreement, and constituted the real cause 
of action. The letter iu question refers to some past 
opium transactions between the parties, which had 
been conducted by Saliff Ram, and under the distri- 
bution of the shares in the new venture the writers 
agree that Salig Ram should work off the loss of 
three and a quarter lacs incurred by the Rutlam house 
111 the former transactions from the five shares in 


excess, which are assigned to the house for that pur- 
pose, the business being conducted' by Salig Ram as 
before. There is also a mention of the capital of 
the Muttra house being embarked in the speculation, 
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but beyond this there is nothing in the letter to iucli- 

cate a foregone contract in the matter with the head i.uckmee 

.. j, ,, l.HUNU 

firm at Muitray or to warrant any presumption ot the j,. 
transfer of the locality of the agreement from Ruilant. 
it is addressed bv the Defendants’ house at Rutlam 
to the Appellants’ house at the same place, and the 
plain terms of the document, in the opinion of the 
Court, afford no grounds for an inference that the 
contracting parties were other than the two houses 
there. It would, in fact, appear from its tenor as 
if the Defendants had endeavoured to guard against 
any other possible interpretation of tlieir meaning 
at the time of writing. The Court, therefore, con- 
sider that the purport of the document assists the 
conclusions from the other evidence ; and, as there 
is no evidence that the Defendants acknowledged 
afterwards, by act or letter, the existence of any part- 
nership transactions with the Muttra house direct 
during the three years of their alleged continuance, 
they hold that the A(jra Court has no jurisdiction 
in adjudicating between the parties, and dismiss the 
appeal.” 

The present appeal was from this decree. 

As the Respondents did not put in an appearance 
the appeal was set down for hearing ex-parte. 

Mr. Leith, for the Appellants. 

This decree cannot be maintained. It is founded 
upon an entire misconception of the effect of the 
co-partnership agreement. The only question that 
the Court below had to consider was, whether the 
contract between the parties, or the cause of action 
arising out of the contract, occurred within the juris- 
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diction of the Zillah Court of Agra. First. By the 
terms and conditions of the contract between the 
parties tlie carrying on of the co-partnersliip busi- 
ness was to take place, and, as a fact, did take 
place at Muttra ; the locus contractus, was, therefore, 
at Muttra. There the partnership accounts were 
kept, in respect of which the liability of the Respond- 
ejits arose; moreover, the balance was there ascer- 
tained and taken, and it was for the recovery of 
the balance so struck there that the present action 
was brought, the breacli being for non-payment 
there. Now, the Respondents were* either actually or 
constructively subject to the jurisdiction of the Zillah 
Court at Agra, for first, the action arose within the 
Jurisdiction of that Court within the meaning of sec. 
3 of Ben. Reg. IT. of 1803; and, secondly, the cause 
of action arose Avithin that jurisdiction by sec. 5 of that 
Regulation. It has been so decided by the Courts in 
India, Wilagut Ulee Khan v. Mirza Uhdoollah Shah (a), 
( howdkree Juggeniath v. Bunseedhur (h), In re Sunken 
MaJiter (c). The general rule upon this point is conclu- 
sively laid down hy Story. “ Conflict of Laws. ' ' (Edit. 
1841.) In sec. 282, when treating of the conflict of 
jurisdiction, he says, that “if no place of performance is 
stated, or the contract may be indifferently performed 
anywhere, it ought to be referred to the lex loci 
contractus.’^ So Burge, “Comms. on For. & Col. 
Law, vol. iii. p. 752, observes, that “when the parties 
do not reside in the place where the contract is made, 
and it is effected by agents or letters, the place in 

(«) 11 Slid. Dew. Rep. N. W. P. 646. 

(fc) 8 Slid. Dew. Rep. N. W. P. 159. 

(c) 10 Beu. Slid. Dew. Rep. 280, 
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which the final assent is given by the party to whom 
the proposition was made, is that in which the llckmee 
contract is considered to have been made. Iho v. 
authorities fully sustain this proposition. Albion mull. 
Fire and Life Assurance Co. v. Mills («), Whistoii v. 

Stodden (&), Cox v. The United States (c), Robin- 
son V. Bland {d). 

Secondly. It is a principle well recognized that it 
a contract is made by an agent without orders, and 
the correspondent ratifies it, such contract is binding 
on the principal, Boyle v. Zacharie (e). Here Saliy 
Rani had authority previously to bind the Respon- 
dents by the co-partnership agreement entered into by 
him at Muttra on their behalf; but, even if he had not 
that authority, then the subsequent adoption and rati- 
fication of his acts by the letter of one of the Respon- 
dents gave the same effect to the agreement as if he 
had previously obtained such authority from them. 

The Right Hon. Lord Chelmsford: 

♦ 

The proceedings of the Plaintiffs in this cause have 
not been particularly expeditious, as we are now deal- 
ing with a decree of the Sudder Court made in the 
month of June, 1852, affirming a decree of the Zillah 
Court, by which the Plaintiffs’ suit was dismissed on 
the ground of want of jurisdiction. 

The only question which their Lordships have to 
determine is, whether the contract which was entered 
into between the parties, or the cause of action arising 

(«) 3 Will. & SImw, Sc. Reps. 233. S. C. on appeal, 1 Dow. 

& Cl. 342. 

(6) 8 Martinis Amer. Reps. 95. (c) 6 Peters’ Amer. Reps. 172. 

(rf) 2 Burr. 1079. (c) 6 Peters’ Amer. Reps. 644. 

VTII— 40 
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out of that contract, occurred within the jurisdiction 
of the Zillah Court of A(jra. 

If this question liad depended upon the authority 
of ^aUfj Ram to enter into any contract by which he 
could liind the Respondents, probably their Lordships 
would liave determined that there was no evidence 
whatevei’ to sliow tliat he possessed any such authority, 
because in the petition which he had presented to 
the Resident of Tndore, and which was put in by the 
Appellants themselves and made part of their evidence, 
Salirj Ram distinctly states that no partnership 
existed between liiin and the Respondents; and if he 
were merely the Gomastah of tlie Respondents, he 
could have no power in that character alone, to 
bind them to any such partnership as it is alleged 
he entered into. But whether this is so, or not, 
it is quite clear that the letter which was put in 
evidence by the Appellants, and which was written 
by one of the Respondents, amounts either to a 
contract of partnership or to a ratification of what 
had been previously done by Salig Ram, Now, 
although that contract was entered into at Rutlani, 
yet it was for the establishment of a partnership 
which was to be carried on principally at Muttra, 
where all the transactions were to be conducted by 

means of the capital embarked in the concern at 
that place. 


The partnership having been thus established, 
advances were made from time to time, according to 
the terms of that partnership. Money was trans- 
mitted to Indore and other places. So far as those 
advances were from time to time made, . though they 
did not constitute any debt upon which there would 
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be any cause of action arising to the Appellants, yet 
they "were made in pursuance of the partnership 
contract, and if the speculation had been a successful 
one, the profits would, of course, have g*one to coun- 
tervail the advances. But it turns out that the under- 
taking was unprofitable, and that losses were incurred, 
and the claim which is now made being the cause 
of action alleged by the Appellants, is for a balance 
of ten of rupees arising out of these partnership 
transactions. 

Now, where can it be said that the cause of action, 
supposing it exists for that balance, properly arose? 
Muttra was, undoubtedly, the central place of 
business ; at Muttra the partnership books were 
kept ; at Muttra the partners would have recourse to 
those books for the purpose of ascertaining the state 
of the transactions between them ; and if, in the result, 
a balance was due to the Appellants, Mnffra would 
bo the place where the pa>'ment of that balance 
would have to be made. Tt, therefore, appears clear 
to their Lordships that if there is a cause of action 
arising out of the balance resulting from these 
partnership transactions, that cause of action arose 
at Muttra. 

Under these circumstances, it is quite iinnecessary 
for their Lordships to make any further obser- 
vations upon the case ; indeed, they are anxious not 
to touch, in the slightest degree, upon the merits of 
the question between these parties. They must 
assume, of course, but merely for the purpose of the 
determination of this question, that there is a balance 
due to the Appellants arising out of the partnership 
that was established. 
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Their Lordsliips are, therefore, of opinion that both 
these decrees must be set aside, but, as there are two 
decrees in favour of the Respondents, their Lord- 
ships are of opinion that this should be ■without costs. 


Doorgauehsauu Roy Chowduy - - - Appellant^ 

AND 

Tarapeusaui) Roy C/HowintY - . - _ Respondent * 

On appeal from the Sadder Dewanny Adawlut at 

Calcutta. 


Bengal Limitution Regulation (/// of 1793), S. i4— Construction— Ap^ 
Muabijity— Ineffectual proceedings in Court— If sufficient to save limita- 
Oom^jromise decree — Construction — Decree for possession only — Mesne 
inoptm Power of Court to allow in execution proceedings. 

A suit was instituted in 1827, by A. against B., to recover a moiety of 
real estate in the possession of 7i. In the year 1829 the suit was com- 
promised and a partition agreed upon. flie Razenamah, or deed of 
compromise, provided that, in the event of cither of the parties not 
agreeing to act, according to the terms of the compromise, the Court 
was to enforce tlie same. B. refused to carry out the agreement, and 
A. applied to tlie (’ourt to enforce the compromise ; the Sudder Court 
in 1832 confirmed the agreement, and ordered posses.sion to be given to 
/<., directing the suit to be struck off tlie file. No directions were given 
by the order of the Court respecting the mesue profits. In the same year 
*1. presented a petition to the Sudder Court, foinided on the order for 
possession, for If asiUit or mesue profits of Iiis share of the real estate. 
This petition came before a single Judge of the Sudder Court, who 
made an order awarding Wasilat from the date of the decision of the 
Court to the date of possession. This order was appealed from, and 
in the year 1853. the Sudder Court held that the order of a single Judge 
decreeing If asilat was ultra vires. In consequence of this decision, A. 


This suit was brought for the recovery of Wasilat, 
or mesne profits of real estate, and the sole question 

• Present : Members of the Judicial Committee —The Right 
Hon. Lord Chelmsford, the Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Right 
Hoih Dr. Liishmgton, and the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan. • 

Assessors,— The Right Hon. Sir Lawence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colnle. 
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brought a regular suit against B, for Wasilat. In defence it was pleaded 
that the Plaintiff's claim was barred b}' Ben. Reg. III. of 1793, see. 14, 
as the mesne profits claimed accrued beyond twelve years from the date 
of the institution of the suit. The Sudder Court decided, that, in tlie 
eircuinstances, the Regulation did not apply. Sucli decree affirmed, on 
appeal, by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council by reason — • 

First, that the cause of action did not arise upon the suit instituted 
in 1827, or upon the agreement to compromise, and 

Secondly, that tlie conduct and acts of A., from the date of tlm order 
striking the cause off the file of the Sudder Court, in endeavouring to 
recover the Wasilat showed an intention to carry out the compromise 
and the proceedings before the Court to recover the same took the case 
out of the operation of Ben. Reg. III. of 1793, sec. 14. 

A single Judge of the Sudder Court is not competent to make a sup- 
plemental order for Wa.<tHat, upon a decictal order of the Court merelv 
decreeing possession. 


raised by the appeal was, whether the Respondent 
was entitled to Wasilat from the period of twelve 
years next before the institution of the suit, according 
to sec. 14 of Ben. Reg. III., of 1793, or, whether he 
was entitled to go back to the year 1829, the date at 
which by certain deeds of Basenamah and Safee- 
namah, and an order of Court made thereon, his 
title to the moiety of the property became perfected. 


The facts are fully stated in the judgment. 

The appeal was argued by 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q. C., Mr. Leith^ and Mr. Maude, 
for the Appellant, and 

Mr. W. Field, for the Respondent. 

The authorities cited upon the question of the li- 
noitations of the suit, under Ben. Reg. III., of 1793 
sec. 14, and Ben. II., of 1805, secs. 1 and 3, cl. 3, to 
the wasilat, were Troup and Dyce Sombre v. The East 
India Company (a). Rajah Enayet Hossein v. Sayud 
Ahmed Reea (h), Prannath Roy Chowdry v. Rookea 
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Taraper- 
saud Roy 
Chowdry, 


(a) 7 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases. 104. 


(6) Ib. 238. 
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Begum (a), Sheoraj Singh v. MunsooJch Rai (b), 
Pudarut Dap v. Futieh AH (c). 

Their l.ov(lsliip.s’ was delivered by 

The Eight Hon. Lord Kingsdown. 


20th Dec., guit ^vas instituted by the present Respondent in 
— 1853, and the only question in the case is, whether 
the Respondent is barred from the prosecution of his 
claims in this suit by the Indian law of limitation. 

It is necessary to the correct understanding of 
this case to state some of the circumstances under 
which the suit was commenced and the decree pro- 
nounced. 


It appears that both the Appellant and Respondent 
are brothers ; their uncle died without issue in 1810 ; 
their father died in 1821, having succeeded to the 
property of their uncle, and he left the Appellant and 
Respondent, his two sons, joint heirs-at-law. The 
property which so devolved upon them was very con- 
siderable, and much litigation ensued as to the division 
and possession of that property, which was situated 
in various Districts ; to recover each portion of the 
property lying in various Districts, it would be neces- 
sary to institute proceedings in the various Courts 
having local jurisdiction. 

On the 29th of January, 1827, the present Appel- 
lant instituted a suit against the Respondent, in the 
Provincial Court of Calcutta, to recover a certain 
share in Zillah Jessore, which was, in fact, a very 


(a) 7 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 323. 
{b) 7 Siul. Dew. Rep. N. W. P. 337. 
(c) 7 Sud. Dew. Rep. N. W. P. 158. 
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small part of the estates iu question. Whilst this 
suit was pending, the parties to it came to an agree- 
ment to compromise their claims, and on the 4th of 
April, 1829, deeds of compromise were executed and 
filed in the Zillah Court — they agreed to divide the 
estate in certain proportions ; and it was further sti- 
pulated that, in the event of either of the parties not 
agreeing to act according to the terms of the compro- 
mise, they had no objection to the Court’s insisting 
upon and enforcing the observance of the said com- 
promise. 

The Kespoudent applied to the Collector for an 
Anieen to make a partition iu terms of the above 
deeds. 

On the 24th of April, 1829, the Appellant , wlio 
was the Plaintiff in that suit, presented a petition to 
^ the Provincial Court, praying that the suit might be 
struck otf the file of tlie Court, on the ground of the 
compronuse being effected. The Respondent, on tlie 
25th of April, 1829, objected to this petition, and al 
leged that the compromise was not binding, undue 
influence having been exercised by the Collector to 
bring about the same. 

The Provincial Court of Calcutta, however, on the 
2nd of September, 1829, made the following order: 
that the case be struck off the file, and that the par- 
ties conform to their respective engagements; in the 
event of their not coiifohning to the same this Court 
shall insist on and cause them to conform to the con- 
ditions of the compromise. The suit was removed 
from the file on the 2ud of September, 1829, and the 
value of the stamp returned to the present Appellant. 

The present Respondent appealed to the Sudder 
Adawlut. On tlie 21st of June, 1832, Mr. Walpole, 
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decreed that the appeal should be dismissed, and that 
the decree of the 2nd should be confirmed. 

He further stated, that the parties were entitled to 
take possession according to their respective rights 
under the compromise. On the 5th of July, 1832, 
Air. Ross, another Judge of the same Court, declared 
his concurrence with Air. Walpole. 

Now, as these decrees were never appealed from, 
they are, to all intents and purposes, binding decrees. 
But, before proceeding further, it may be expedient 
briefly to consider the effect of the proceedings just 
recited. It is quite clear that the suit commenced on 
January 29th, 1827, was entirely at an end ; and 
having been struck off the file, and the value of the 
stamp returned, no further proceedings could be had 
in that suit. But the Provincial Court were of 
opinion that, by the consent of both parties, they were • 
entitled to take cognizance of the deed of compromise 
executed on the 4th of April, 1829, aiid to enforce 
the observance of the same, nobvithstanding that the 
deed of compromise embraced property out of the 
Zillah Jessore, and in the Zillah Twenty-four Per- 
gunnaks, and other places, which properties were 
not sued for in the original suit. Whether this pro- 
ceeding was strictly regulai* or not cannot now be 
made a question. Of that opinion are all the Judges 
of the Sudder Adawhit which had cognizance of the 
present suit, including Air. Raikes, who thought that 
there was an error in the first instance in the Court 
so taking, cognizance. 

AVe will now return to the consideration of what 
was done by the present Respondent upon the decrees 
of the Sudder Adawhit of June, the 21st, 1832, arid 
July the 5th of the same year. He lost no time in 
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resorting to the Court for the purpose of recovering 
the mesne profits ; for in September of the same year 
(1832), he presented a petition, in what is called the 
Miscellaneous Department of the Sudder Adawlut, 
praying for mesne profits, agreeably to the Circular 
Order of September the 11th, 1829, which is in the 
following terms : — ‘ ‘ The Court are of opinion that 
in all cases where money liable to bear interest is 
payable under the decree of a Court, a clause should 
be inserted in the decree providing for the allowance 
of interest until the decree is carried into final execu- 
tion, and that in the event of such provision being 
omitted in a decree, the Court, by which the same 
may have been passed, is competent to order at any 
future period the payment of the interest on the 
amount decreed which may have accumulated sub- 
sequently to the date of the decree without referring 
the party to a new suit for the recovery of such 
interest ; and that the same principle is applicable 
to profits in cases of decrees for landed property,” 

The Sheristadar of the Court reported on the 
back of the petition that no xvasilat had been 
decreed to the Respondent by the said decree of 
the Sudder Adawlut, notwithstanding that it had 
been applied for. In consequence of the objection 
so raised by the Sheristadar on the 10th of September, 
1832, the matter was again brought by petition 
before Mr. Ross, one of the Judges of the Sudder 
Adawlut, and Mr. Ross, then sitting alone, made an 
order that the Respondent was entitled to mesne 
profits, from the 5th of July, 1832, to the date of his 
obtaining possession ; and on September 18th, 1832, 
Mr. Ro^s made another order, again sitting alone, 
whereby he ordered that a copy of the Appellant’s 

Y 2 
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petition, with the decision of this Court, be sent to 
the Judges of the Court of Appeal at Calcutta, with 
an order that if the Appellant should not have 
already obtained possession of his proper share under 
the deed of compromise, possession should then be 
awarded to him in execution of the decision of this 
Court ; and, further, that after awarding wasilat to 
the Respondent from the date of the decision of this 
Court to the date of the recovery of possession, a 
report that this order has been carried out, accom- 
panied with the decision forwarded herewith, should 

be transmitted to this Court. 

We do not find that the Judges of the Court 

of appeal at Calcutta took any further notice of 
these proceedings, and we might, perhaps, be at 
some loss to discover "why, if there was any error in 
them, some observation respecting that error, some 
suggestion as to setting it right, should not have 
been made: however, nothing of this sort was done ; 
various proceedings were had for the purpose of 
recovering this wasilat before several Judges in the 
Zillah Court of the Twenty-four Peryunnahs, and 
these proceedings were in the Miscellaneous Depart- 
ment. 

This Court is not very accurately informed what is 
included under the term “ Miscellaneous Depart- 
ment,” but for the purposes of the present appeal 
that Department may be taken to include the carrying 
into effect decisions made by the Court of Sudder 
Adawlutj as contra-distinguished from the com- 
mencement of an original suit. In one of these 
proceedings, an order made by one of the Judges 
was carried up to the Sudder Admvlut, when that 
Court, on the 21st of July, 1853, decreed that the 



316 


ON aH^eal from the east Indies. 

order by Mr. Ross passed on the 10th of Septemherf 
1832, in favour of Tarapersaud, for wasilat, was, dookgaper- 
without the concurrence of Mr. Walpole, incomplete chowukv 
and not binding by law, and its execution not obli- xarapek- 
gatory on the Court. chowdry. 

Now, this decree not having been appealed from, 
must be considered as containing a correct statement 
of the law, but we may observe that the Court did 
not pronounce the decree of Mr. Ross to be null and 
void, and that the defect, such as it was, was never 
discovered during the whole of the preceding litiga- 
tion for one-and- twenty years; though, of course, if 
this had been a palpable defect, there were very nume- 
rous opportunities for its discovery. The consequence 
of this decree of the Sudder Adawlut of the 21st of 
July, 1853, was that the present Respondent was 
thrown back upon the decrees of June 21st and July 
5th, 1832, which decrees had ordered him to be put 
in possession of his proper share of the property, but 
had not decreed wasilat. 

It might, perhaps, have been a question, whether, 
xmder those decrees of June 21st and July 5th, 
coupled with the Circular Order of September 11th , 

1829, the Respondent had not obtained a decree 
giving him a right to wasilat accruing. Rut, how- 
ever that might be, in the same year, 1853, the Re- 
spondent instituted the present suit, praying that, his 
demand for wasilat should be admitted. One of the 
defences to that suit was, that his claim was barred by 
the law of limitation for all wasilat accruing at a 
period beyond twelve years from the institution of 
that suit. The Principal Sudder Ameen, amongst 
other matters which were decided by his decree, pro 
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iiounced that the law of liiiiitatioa did apply. The 
other matters were decided in favour of the present 
Respondent. Both parties appealed from this decree 
to the HiiMer Adawhitj and on the 17th of June, 1857, 
that Court pronounced its decree, whereby it decided, 
by a majority of two out of the three Judges, that 
the law of limitation did not apply, and remanded the 
case to the Zillah Court for further consideration. 

The question now for their Lordships to advise 
Her Majesty is, whether the majority of the Sudder 
AdawliU were right in their view of this case, and it 
may be first expedient to state, so far as is necessary, 
the Indian law of limitation. It is to the following 
cjfect:— “The Zillah and City Courts are prohibited 
hearing, trying, or determining the merits of any suit 
whatever, against any person or persons, if the cause 
of action shall have arisen previous to the 12tli of 
August, 1765, or any suit whatever against any person 
or persons, if the cause of action shall have arisen 
twelve years before any suit shall have been com- 
menced on account of it, unless the complainant can 
show, by clear and positive proof, that he had de- 
juanded the money or matter in question, and that 
the defendant had admitted the truth of the demand, 
or promised to pay the money, or that he directly 
preferred his claim, within that period, for the matters 
in dispute to a Court of competent jurisdiction to try 
the demand, and shall assign satisfactory reasons to 
the Court why lie did not proceed in the suit, or shall 
prove that, either from minority or other good and 
sufficient cause, he had been precluded from obtaining 
redress.” (Regulation III. of 171)3, sec. 14.) 

Now, it appears to their Lordships to be clear, that 
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this cause of action cannot be said to arise upon the 

suit which was struck off the file in 1832, neither do doorgapek^ 

, sagd kov, 

we think that it can be properly said that the cause chowgry 

of action arose upon the agreement of compromise tarapek- 
alone ; for it is obvious that all the proceedings have oio*\vd'^ 1'. 
been founded upon the decrees of the 21st of June, 
and the 5th of July, 1832, decreeing possession to 
the Respondent. In fact, all the subsequent pro- 
ceedings are subsidiary proceedings in the same suit, 
and all for the purpose of carrying into full effect 
those decrees which, though they did not in terms do 
more than decree possession, yet, taking into con- 
sideration the order of Septewher, 1829, and the 
justice of the claim, gave the Respondent a right to 
wasilat up to the time when the Appellant did jus- 
tice, and obeyed those decrees by allowing the Re- 
spondent to have possession of the property justly 
belonging to him. All these proceedings are con- 
nected together from the time that the rights of the 
parties were finally settled by the decree of July 5th. 

The Respondent was never remiss in the prosecution 
of his claims ; he resorted to the proper tribunals for 
that purpose, and, year after year, legal investigations 
were going on for the purpose of ascertaining the 
amount to which he was justly entitled. None of 
the many Judges engaged in these investigations 
detected any error , or irregularity in these proceedings 
till 1853, when the Court of Sudder Adawlut for the 
first time discovered that the order made by Mr. Ross 
was ineffectual by reason of its not being confirmed 
by a second Judge. 

Admitting that such order was ineffectual, and that 
proceedings to enforce it could not avail, we think 
that such erroneous proceedings did not operate as a 
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total abandonment of the rights under the decrees of 
June and Julijj 1832. We think that it may be fairly 
said that the Respondent was continually endeavour- 
ing, by resort to competent Courts, to recover his 
lights, and that he is not ousted from availing himself 
of the exception in the laws of limitation by reason 
that part of the proceedings was erroneous. 


We concur with the majority of the Court, and 
deem it most expedient to found our concurrence 
upon the reasons we have stated, and do not take 
into consideration other matters which might admit 
of more doubt. 

We shall humbly advise Her Majesty to affirm the 
decree of the 17th of June, 1857, with costs, feeling 
assured that it is consistent with a just construction 
of the law of limitation and with the justice and 
equity of the case. 
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Chetty Coltjm Comara Vencata- 

CHELLA ReDDYER . - - • - 

AND 

Rajah Rungasawmy Streemunth 
Jyengar Bahadoor ----- 

On appeal from, the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut at 

Madras. 


Appellant, 


Respondent.* 


) 



Eindu Law— Widow— Power of to hind estate— Bond bp widow to 
duteharge dehtn of hwtbond and debts coniraetcd bp herself tn 
of the estate after adoption of son — Liabihfg of estate m the hands of the 
adopted snv—Bffeet of acknowledgment bp adopted son. 

A hona. executed bv a Hindoo widow and guardian of an ad^ted son, 
during bis minoritT. the object of which was, first, to pay off a debt 
due bv her deceased husband, charged upon the Zemindary, and 
discharge certain debts contracted by her in the management of the 
Zemindary, tlie validity of which was recognized by the adopted sou 
after he became of age. upheld : without determining the fiuestion raised 
•if t-lie power of a Hindoo widow, as guardian of a minor, to create a 
charge on the Zemindary during the minority of her adopted son. 


The object of this suit, which was brought by the 
Respondent against the Appellant, the Zemindar of 
Torriore, and his adoptive mother, Dhurmavurdantf 
Ummal, was to recover the sum of Rs. 32,000, for 
principal and balance of interest due on a bond 
executed by Dhurmavurdnny TJmmal during the mi- 
nority of the Appellant. 

The facts of the case material to the issue are so 
fully detailed in their Lordships’ judgment, that it is 
not requisite to repeat them here. 


1 2ih Feb., 

1861. 

^ ^ 


• Present * Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon the Lord Kingsdown, the Right Hon. Dr. Lushington, and 
the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan. 

The Right Hon. Sir LawTence Peel, and the Right 

Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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The principal question raised at the hearing of the 
appeal was as to the power of a Hindoo widow in 
possession of a Zemindary, as guardian during the 
minority of an adopted son, to execute the Bond in 
suit, and charge tlie Zemindary for the payment of 
debts nllcged to liavo been incurred in respect of the 
Zemindary, so as to bind the Appellant, after he had 
attained his majority. Upon this point, Himooman- 
persaud Pavday v. Mnssiiwat Bahooee Munraj Koon- 
7veree (u), Stranye's “Hindu Law,” p. 18 (2nd edit.); 
and as to the debts of the deceased Zemindar forming 
an equitable charge upon the Zemindary, Douglas v. ■ 
The Collector of Benares (ft), Strange’s “ Hindu Law,” 
p. 166 (2nd edit.), were relied on. 

The appeal was argued by 


Mr. B, Palmer, Q. C., and Mr. Speed, for the 
Appellant ; and 


Mr. Giffard, Q. C., and Mr. Pontifex, for the 
Eespondent. 

' Judgment was pronounced as follows, by 
^ The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown. 

In this case an action was brought by the Respon- 
dent against the Appellant, upon a bond for Rs. 
17,000, dated the 27th of August, 1841. 

The Respondent obtained judgment for the amount 
of the Bond, with interest, in the Civil Court of 
Trichinopoly, on the 10th of March, 1857. 

This judgment was affirmed on appeal by the Sudder 
Adawlut, on the 5th of May, 1858, the Judges being 
unanimous. 


From this decree the present appeal is brought. 

(rt) 5 Moore^s Ind. App. Cases, 271. 

(b) 6 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 39.3, 
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The Appellant is the adopted son of the late Zemin- 
dar of Torriore. He was adopted by the widow of 
the Zemindar after his death ; and he is in possession 
of the Zemindary. 

It appears that the widow, after the adoption of the 
Appellant, and during his minority, remained in pos- 
session of the Zemindary. 

The death of the Zemindar took place in 1835. 
The lady seems, some years after the adoption, to have 
repented of what she had done, to have endeavoured 
to repudiate the act, and to have insisted on retaining: 
the possession of the estate against the adopted son 
after he came of age. In fact, she continued in pos- 
session till July, 1851. 

While she was so in possession, and on the 27th 
of August, 1841, she executed the Bond in question 
for Es. 17,000, to Rungasaumy Jyengar, the natural 
father of the Eespondent. 
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That this sum was advanced by Rungasawmy Jyengar 
is not disputed, but it is said that it was advanced on 
the personal security of the widow ; that the bond did 
not purport to bind the Zemindary, and that the widow 
had no power to bind it; that the Appellant at that 
time had attained his majority, and that the widow was 
holding possession adversely to him, and could not, 
therefore, as guardian or manager of the estate, charge 
it with any debt which she might contract. 

On the other hand, it is said that the amount of 
the Bond consisted in part of the balance due on a 
Bond executed to the same creditor by the late 
Zemindar himself, the husband of the obligor, in his 
lifetime, and that as to the remainder, the money was 
raised to pay other debts of the Zemindary, binding 
the Zemindar; that the bond, therefore, constituted 
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a charge on the Zemhidari/, which the Appellant, as 
the owner, was liable to pay, and that he had, in fact, 
acknowledged his liability to do so after he came of 
age, both verbally and by a letter written in the year 
1845, long after he had obtained his majority. 

The Bond purports to be made on the settlement 

of an account between the widow and Jyengar, and 

to be given for nwneys partly due from the late 

Zemindar, and partly advanced to the widow her- 
self. 


The consideration for it is stated to be 

1. A balance due on a Bond from the 

late Zemindar, dated in Jnly, 1832— 
33 - 

2. A balance due on a Bond executed 

by the widow herself on the 27tli 
Mai/, 1840 - - - _ _ 

3. Cash received by Die widow, through 

Pillar, her agent, on the 19th 
August, 1841 - . . - _ 

4. Cash received on Die execution of the 

bond - - . _ 



8,700 


3,445 


3,031i 


2,000 


Total Rs. 17,176i 

from which the sum of Es. 176i being relinquished 
by the obligee, there remain Es. 17,000. 


the Bond proceeds:-" This being the amount of 
debts incurred by my husband and myself, I shall 
pay the same, with interest at 1 per cent, per men- 
sem, by yearly instalment of Es. 2,000, payable i,i 

cash, from this year, and enter such payment at the 
foot of the Bond.’^ 


The Bond itself purports to bind nobody but % 
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widow, and the statement of the account could not 
of course hind the Appellant, who was no party to 
the instrument. On the other hand, it is plain that, 
from the contents of the Bond itself, the Appellant, 
if he saw it, would know for what causes it purported 
to have been given. But it consisted partly of moneys 
alleged to be due from his father, and partly of 
moneys admitted to have been advanced to the widow 
personally. 

Unless those moneys so advanced to the widow 
personally were advanced to pay subsisting charges 
on the estate or otherwise, for its advantage, they 
of course could constitute no charge on the Zemin- 
dary. 

There is produced in evidence, and proved, a Bond 
from the late Zemindar, dated in 1832, for Rs. 5,000, 
bearing interest at 12 per cent., on which, after de- 
ducting the sums appearing by the Bond to have 
been paid, there would remain due for principal and 
interest, a sum exceeding Rs. 8,700, stated in the 
Bond for Rs. 17,000. 

This Bond of 1832 is proved to have been pro- 
duced at the time when the Bond in dispute was 
executed, and the amount settled of the sum due to 
Jyengar, 

With respect to the sums advanced to the widow, 
their payment is regularly proved, and, indeed, that 
the transaction as between the lender of the money 
and the widow was a fair one is not in dispute. 

As to the purpose for which these advances were 
made, it is sworn that the widow told the lender 
that she wanted money to discharge debts contracted 
by her husband with two persons named, and to pay 
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maintenance to the widow of her husband s elder 
brother. 

The fact that the money was required, and was 
advanced for these purposes, is stated by another 
witness who had been in the service of the late 
Zemindar and also of the widow, and who had been 
acquainted with the circumstances as they occurred. 

The same fact is sworn to by other witnesses. 

With respect to the evidence generally, it appears 
to their Tjordships to be less open to suspicion than 
usually happens in appeals from India. 

At the time when the debts were contracted for 
which the Bond for Rs. 17,000 was executed, and at 
the time of the execution of the Bond, the widow was 
in possession of the Zemindary, and the Appellant 
was living there under her protection. 

It is said that the Appellant had before this time 
attained the age of sixteen years; his legal majority; 
and that he was entitled to the estate and was wrong- 
fully kept out of it by the widow. 

It is not very distinctly proved at what time the 
Appellant attained his majority. That disputes did 
take place between the widow and the Appellant 
with respect to the right of possession of the Zemin- 
dary sufficiently appears, but the period at which 
they commenced is not in evidence. The important 
matter is free from doubt, that during the period of 
these transactions and subsequently, and up to the 
time when the letter of the Appellant, to be presently 
referred to, was written, the Appellant was living on 
the Zemindary, and had, therefore, probably full 
means of ascertaining the real truth of the case with 
respect to these advances. 
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Ill this state of circumstances what took place is 
quite natural. The Appellant was the adopted son 
of the late Zemindar, entitled, as it seems, to the 
Zemindary; he was living there, and had attained 
his majority, and might reasonably be supposed tb be 
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in the enjoyment of the revenues. 

Accordingly the Plaintiff, who considered that the 
money due to him was a charge upon the estate, 
applied to the Appellant for payment of the amount 

due on the bond. 
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It is stated by one of the witnesses “that the 
Plaintiff sent him to the Defendant to demand of him 
the said sum, and when he went to Torriore, and 
asked the Defendant, he said, ‘1 and my mother are 
at variance, and I can pay the debt only after we 
come to some settlement.’” The witness then says 
that he went to the widow and asked her, and she 


sent by her servant, Jamboovien, Rs. 1,000. 

There is nothing improbable in this account. Tiie 
witness says it happened about fourteen years ago. 
He was examined in August, 1850, and on referring 
to the bond it appears that Es. 1,000 were paid in 
May, 1842. 

This statement is confirmed by another witness, 
and other applications to the Appellant, and similai' 
answers by him, are sworn to by other witnesses. 


Nothing is more likely, therefore, than the account 
which is given in the evidence that, in 1845, 
Rs. 1,000 only having been paid in respect of the 
bond, a written demand of payment should be made 
on the Appellant, and that he should make in 
writing an answer to the same effect with that which 
he had given verbally on several previous occasions. 
A letter is accordingly produced and proved, dated 
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the 11th of March, 1845, with the signature of the 
Appellant, which contains a distinct recognition of 
the Plaintiff’s demand, and the same excuse for non- 
payment which he had previously offered, viz. that 
his luotlier was still in possession of the Zemindary, 
that the dispute between them was not settled, and 
that he had, therefore, no power to discharge the 
debt. He then distinctly states that on inquiry he 
finds that the Bond which the Plaintiff holds is 
genuine. 

Now, it is said that tliis letter is a forgery, but 
there does not appear to their Lordships to be any 
evidence whatever to support the charge, nor any 
the least improbability in such a letter, under the 
circumstances, having been written. 

Tlie inference drawn from the evidence in both the 
Zillah Court and the Sudder Adawlut has been that 
this Bond was given for debts which the Defendant, 
as owner of the Zemindary, might be liable to pay, 
and that by his own acts he has admitted that he 
actually was liable to the payment, and their Lord- 
ships entertain no doubt that this is the right con- 
clusion. 

It is unnecessary, under these circumstances, to 
allude to the law upon these subjects as laid down by 
this Board on the case of Hunnomanpersaud Pandey 
V. Miissumat Babooee Munraj Koonweree (6 Moore’s 
Ind. App. Cases, 393), with respect to the power of 
the manager of an estate on the part of an infant to 
charge it, for no question of law arises in this case 
when the facts are understood. 

Their Lordships will have no hesitation in advising 
Her Majesty to affirm the decree complained of, with 
costs. 
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An objection was taken as to the Plaintiff’s right 
to sue on the Bond, but that objection was suffi- 
ciently answered by the Respondent’s Counsel at the 

hearing. 


Vei^cataswaha Yettiacah Naicker - - Appellant, 

AND 

Aeagoo Moottoo Servagaren - - - EespondenfA 
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On appeal from the Sudder Deivanny Adawlut at 

Madras. 


Madras Heaistralion Eegulatiov {XXV of 1802^, S. S—AppliMhility 
-^P^etual leane of distinct portion of Zemindary (Cuttoogootaga 

—If requires registration— Deed^enuineness— Burden of pi oof— Finding 

of lower couris — Interference &.v Frivy Council. 

A Cuttoogootaga tenure (perpetual lease at a low fixed rent Payable to 
the Zemindar, granted in eonsideratimi of military services performed by the 
ancestors of tL grantee) of a distinct part of a Zemmdary in Madias, 

upheld.^ t^ai distinct portion of a Zemi'ndary is not within 

the provisions of section 8 of Mad. Reg. XXV. of 

require registration, as it is not a ^‘sale, gift, or transfer of the whole, 
or any portion of the Zemindary. 

Semhle: that section applies only to questions “’jf" . 

and the Government with a view to prevent a severance of the Zemindary 

without public notice to the Government. 


The ' question in this appeal related to a claim by 
the Respondent to hold under a Cuttoogootaga tenure - • ■ 
(perpetual lease at a low fixed rent payable to the 
Zemindar, granted in consideration of military ser- 
vices performed by the ancestors of the grantee) 
fifteen villages, forming part of the Zemindary of 
Yettiapooram, in Madras. The Appellant was Ze- 
mindar, and had dispossessed the Respondent of 


•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee ,— Right 
Hon Lord Kingsdown, the Right Hon. Dr. Lushmgton, and the 

Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan. 

The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 

Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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the villages. The case set up by the Appellant in 
vencatas deteiice to the action brought by the Respondent 

vettiapah recover possession of the villages was, first, 

naicker ^1^0 Respondent and his ancestors never had 

MooTToo villages other than as lessees for 

skrva a term, under temporary leases, and that Zemindars 

had no power to grant lands included in their Sun- 
nuds on a permanent lease ; and, secondly, that the 
IJeimauent lease set up by the Respondent in sup- 
port of his claim was a forgery, but even if a 

genuine lease, still, it could not, by sec. 8 of Mad, 

Reg. XXV. of 1802 (a), operate so as to deprive the 
Appellant of the proprietary right in any portion of 
Zemindary, as it was not registered in the Collec- 
tor’s office. The Respondent relied upon the genuine- 
ness of the lease, and in answer to the second branch of 
the defence, respecting registration, contended that sec. 
8 of Mad. Reg*. XXV. of 1802, did not apply, as the 
permanent lease of a distinct portion of the Zemin- 


(«) This section enacts that ‘‘Pioprietoi*s ol' laud shall be at free 
liberty to transfer, without the previous consent of Govemnient, or 
of any other iiutliority, to whomever they may think proper, by 
sale, gift, or otherwise, their proprietary right m the whole, or 
any part of their ZcmiiuUirics ; such transfers of land shall be 
valid, and shall be respected by the Courts of Judicature, and by 
the officers of Government ; provided that they shall not be repug- 
nant to the Mahomedan or Hindoo laws or to the Regulations of 
the British Government. But unless such sale, gift, or transfer, 
shall have been regularly registered at the office of the Collector ; 
and unless the public assessment shall have been previously deter- 
mined and fixed on such separated portions of land, by the Col- 
lector ; such sale, gift, or transfer, shall he of no legal force or effect ; 
nor shall such transaction exempt a T^cmindar from the payment 
of any part of the public land-tax assessed on the entire Zemindary 
previously to such transfer, but the whole Zemindary shall continue 
to be answerable for the total land-tax, in tlie same manner as if no 
such transaction had occurred.” 
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dary was not included in tlie words “sale, gift, or trans- 
fer,” and he further insisted that, as the Cuttooyootaya 
tenure of the Respondent’s ancestors existed before 
the Istimzar sunnudy the title under which the Appel- 
lant claimed the Zemindary, the objection that the 
Zemindar had no power to grant a permanent lease of 
part of the Zemindary could not be supported, as 
Mad. Reg. IV. of 1822, provided that the Permanent 
Settlement of 1802, and the granting of the Sunmids 
“were not intended to define, limit, infringe, or de- 
stroy, the actual rights of any description of land- 
holders or tenants. ’ ’ Evidence was entered into by 
both parties in the Courts in India; both of which 
Courts established the Respondent’s title, and made 
a decree in his favour, with mesne profits. 

The circumstances of the case, and the material 
documents relied on, are sufficiently referred to in 
their Lordships’ judgment. 

Sir Hugh Cairns, Q.C., Mr. J. B. Norton, and 
Mr. W. U. Melvill, for the Appellant, and 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. W. W. Mackeson, 
for the Respondent. 

Upon the question of the genuineness of the lease, 
the Respondent relied upon the concurrent judgments 
of the Courts of India in his favour, citing Cheyt 
Ram V. Chowdree Nowhut Ram (a), and it was sub- 
mitted, that if any doubt existed the Court had power 
to order the original lease to be transmitted to 
England for inspection. McCarthy v. Judah (6), 
Mussumai Khooh Koomtmr v. Modnarain Sing (c). 

(o) 7 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 207. (6) 12 Moore’s P. C. Cases, 47. 

{c) 6th Peb., 1861. 

z 2 
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iSni. Their Lordships’ judgment was delivered by 
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The Right Hoii. Lord Kingsdown; 

This appeal arises in a suit brought by the Re- 
spondent to establish a claim to hold in perpetuity, at 
a fixed rent, certain villages forming part of the 
Zendndary of Yettiapooram, which belongs to the 
Appellant. 

The Civil Court of Tinnevelly, in which the suit 
commenced, decreed in favoxir of the Plaintiffs 
title, and that judgment has been confirmed by 
the unanimous opinion of the Judges of the Sudder 
Adawlut of Madra.^, 

The Zeinindarij in question is of great extent, com- 
prising above one hundred villages; the claim of the 
Respondent extends to fifteen of them. 

The case of the Respondent is, that he and his 
ancestors • have had some right or interest in those 
villages, or the District in which the villages now 
exist, for a very long period, long antecedent to 
the establishment of the English authority in the 
country, and that when the Englisli authority was 
established in 1803, a grant of the whole Zemindary, 
without noticing the rights of the Respondent’s 
family, was made at a fixed jiimma to the Appellant’s 
ancestor. 

That in order to secure such rights, without dis- 
turbing the grant of the Zemindary, an agreement was 
made in the year 1805, between his ancestor and the 
then Zemindar, by which it was settled that the Re- 
spondent’s ancestor and his descendants should hold 
the fifteen villages in question on a Cuttoogootaga 
lease, or, in other words, should hold them in per- 
petuity at a low fixed rent payable to the Zemindar, 
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and that such rent was fixed at 1,940 pons, being in 

fact the proportion of jumma which was assesse<l vkncatas- 

upon them by the Government. YErriAi*AH 

The Eespondent alleges that he and his ancestors 
remained in possession of these villages under this mooitoo 
agreement for many years till he was turned out of oaken. 
possession by the Appellant in the year 1848. 

The case of the Appellant is an extremely simple 
one. He alleges that the case set up by the lie- 
spondent is a pure fiction; that the documents whicli 
he produces in support of it are mere forgeries; that 
the Plaintiff's possession began in the year 1814, 
under an Ijarah lease, or in other words an ordinary 
tenant lease at a rent agreed upon; that such lease 
was from time to time renewed for different periods, 
the last of such leases being made on the 29th of 
July, 1836, for twelve years, on the expiration of 
which the Plaintiff, having no longer any right to the 
property, was turned out of possession. 

In support of this case, certain instruments pur- 
porting to be counterparts of these leases are pro- 
duced, and it is admitted that if they are genuine 
they are quite inconsistent with the right alleged by 
the Respondent. , 

There is clearly forgery either on one side or the 
other; and both of the Courts below, who had the 
documents before them, have concurred in attri- 
buting the forgery to the leases produced by tho 
Appellant. 

It would be a strong measure for their Lordships 
upon a question of fact to reverse a decision founded, 
at least in part, upon an examination of the docu- 
ments themselves, in which all the Judges below 
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1861 . came to the same conclusion. At the same time, 
VENc^AS- cases may exist warranting such a course, and one 
Yt^fA^AH ^vas mentioned at the Bar in which this Board did 
NAicKER actually adopt it (a). The question is, whether such a 
ALAGdo case has been made out by the Appellant. 

MOOTTOO 

serva No doubt the onus was on the Respondent, who 

GAREN. ^ 

was the Plaintiff, to prove his case. 

Let us see, then, what the evidence on each side 
was. 

The first instrument produced was a deed on 
copper, dated in lu57, and purporting to contain a 
grant of the District in question to an ancestor of 
the Respondent. It was produced by the Respondent, 
who was the proper person to have it in his custody, 
and some objections alleged to exist upon the face of 
it, as if it had borne to be executed by a person not 
then enjoying the sovereignty of the country, seem 
to have been removed by tlie diligence and exact 
investigation of Mr. Mackeson. 

Many other documents were produced, beginning 
in the year 1712, and bearing different dates in 1747, 
1749, 1777, 1779, and 1789, all showing dealings 
with the property by ancestors of the Respondent. 

It is said that there is no proof of these papers; 
they are all of a date which excludes the possibility 
of direct proof; but they are proved by the produc- 
tion itself to come from the possession of the Plaintiff, 
and the want of formal proof that they were found 
in his muniment-room cannot be regarded as of any 
importance in a suit of this description. 

It is contended, however, that they are, if genuine, 
inconsistent with the case now made by the Respon- 

(fl) See McCai-thy r. Judah, 12 Moore’s P. C. Cases, 47, 
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dfiit, because the original grant appearing to be rent 
free, it is improbable that the Respondent’s ancestor vkncatas- 
could ever have accepted a lease charging him with a yeitiapah 
rent, and yet such is the nature of the lease now set 
up as the foundation of the Respondent’s title. 

But the documents produced .show, that whatever 
might be the ease originally, there was, in 1712 a 
certain tribute payable by the whole Zeinindary of 
which one-sixteenth part was apportioned to the 
Respondent’s district. 


V. 
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Serva- 

GARE N. 


The Judges below placed no reliance on these 
documents, not, so far as appears, because they dis- 
believed their genuineness, which their Ijordships see 
no reason to doubt, but because they held them to be 
immaterial to the Plaintiff's case. They are, how- 
ever, of some value as a matter of inducement, show- 
ing the probabilities of the statements made by the 
opposite party. 

The next document which the Plaintiff puts in 
evidence is the instrument on which he rests his 
claim. It is a paper writing, alleged to be signed on 
the olh of AugiL^t, 1804, by the then Zemindar oi 
Yettlapoorani, and addressed to the ancestor of the lie- 
spondeut in these terms:— “As I have leased out to 
you fifteen Cuttoogootarja villages,” it then enumerates 
them “attached to Cuttalangoolam division, under a 
deed for the fixed rent of 1,940 pons, you should, 
•without delay, continue to pay, every year, the said 
amount into the treasury of the Yeitiapooram Cut- 
cherry, and yourself, your .son,, and grandson, can 
enjoy the said fifteen villages for ever, paying the hist 

. amount thereof.',’ 

Supposing this document to be genuine, of course 
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there is an end of the case. Tt is, however, alleged 
hy the Appellant to be a forger}'. 

The direct evidence in support of it is not very 
satisfactory ; it is spoken to by several witnesses who 
profess to liave seen it, and to remember its execution 
nearly fifty years before, on whose testimony, how- 
ever, no great reliance can' be placed; but if the 
dealing with and possession of the estate has been 
consistent with the instrument, its date sufficiently 
accounts for the absence of better direct testimony. 


The next document, in point of date, is a mort- 
gage, dated in 1811-12, made by the grandfather of 
the Respondent, to a person named Pillay, of a por- 
tion of this property for a term of ten years. 

The mortgagee is sworn by two witnesses to have 

been in possession under this instrument, and, when 

the debt was satisfied, to have returned the deed to 
Die mortgagor. 


Now, the date of this instrument is more than two 
years before, as the Appellant alleges, the Respond- 
ent s family, had anything to do with the property. 

Tn addition to this, there is the testimony of many 
o d witnesses that the ancestors of fhe Respondent 
had been in possession of this property for very many 
l^ars and long before the period assigned by the 
.^ppellant for the commencement of such possession. 
The office of Servagar appears to be one of authority, 
p ying e command of one hundred men, and it is 
shown to have been held in this Zemindary for a very 

long serms of years by the family of the Respondent, 

and It IS further shown that the grant of lands in 

CrUtoogootaga or Java-tha, is a usual mode of remu- 
nerating such services. 
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The case, therefore, of tlie Respondent is probable 
and consistent. 

But the evidence goes a great deal further, and 
shows very clearly, in the opinion of their Lordships, 
that the title of Respondent has been repeatedly 
admitted by the ancestors of the Appellant. 

The lessee seems not to have been very punctual 
in the payment of his rent, and, in the year 1822, 
the Zemindar found it necessary to apply to the 
Collector at Timievelhj to enforce payment, and he 
presented an arzee on the 27th of Noi emhet ^ 1822, to 
Mr. Huddleston, the then Collector. 

The arzee in question comes from the Collector s 
office; it is open to no suspicion, and it is of itsell 
sufficient to disprove the Appellant’s case, and to 
afford a strong confirmation of the statements of the 
Respondent. It is to this effect Fourteen vil- 
lages in Cutialan(joolam division, attached to the Zemin- 
dary which was obtained by my late father from the 
Honourable Company, were given to Alagoo Moottoo 
Sevagaren, son of Alagoo Moottoo Servagt en, of the 
said Cuttalangoolam, -for his maintenance at a jumma 
of pons 1,959, a-year which was paid by him, and, 
after him, by his son, Alagoo Mootho Servagaren, in 
fact, up to the 992 Aundoo (this date corresponds 
with the year 1816) ; but he had entirely discontinued 
the payment of the same for the Aundoo 993 and 994, 
though he was holding out mere promises whenever 
demands were made for it; the balance due by him 
from the Aundoo 994 to 997, amounts to about pons 

1,541, and fananis 5S.” 

This is a statement, tlierefore, that the villages had 
been ganted to the ancestor of the Respondent for his 
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inaiutenaiice at a fixed jimma, and that up to the year 
1816 the rent had been regularly paid by the grantee, 
and by liis son, and yet it is now pretended by the Ap- 
pellaiit that the Respondent’s aneestor first came into 
possession of the property in 1814, and tlien under an 
Ijarak lease. It is clear that this statement refers to 
the payment of rent for a considerable period, and 
could not mean a payment for two years. Tliere is 
evidence, indeed, that the person to whom this grant 
is said to have been made, and who is represented to 
liave paid rent under it, died in 1808. 

The Zcmijidar then prays that the properly of 
Alaffoo Moottoo may be attached to pay Ihis demand. 

There is another document less strong, but, as far 
as it goes, confirmatory of the Plaintiff’s case. 

It is found in an order of Mr. Bird, the Collector, 
made in the year 1845, at which time disputes had 
arisen with respect to the boundaries of some of the 
villages in the Zemiudary, and, amongst others, of 
villages in the District of Cuttalanyoolani, the District 
claimed by the Respondent. 

This order mentioned that the Zemimlar had sub- 
mitted an arzee, stating that he liad nothing to do 
with certain lands therein mentioned, ‘‘which are in 
the enjoyment of the Merassidars of Cuttalangoolani, 

to whom he had leased it out under Cuttoogootaya 
tenure.’’ 

There is abundant other testimony in support of 
the Respondent’s case, and in direct contradiction of 
the Appellant’s but it is useless to pursue it further, 
riieir Lordships have not the slightest doubt that 
the Court below could have arrived at no other con- 
clusion than that the case set up by the Appellant 
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was based in fraud and perjury, and that as far as 
the facts are concerned, the Plaintiff had completely 
established his claim. 

It is hardly worth while to notice the objections 
taken to the Plaintiff’s documents. 

First, it was said that the sum mentioned in the 
paper of 1805 (1,904 pons, as printed in the Records) 
differed from the actual rent of 1,959 pons and some 
fananis actually paid. 

Tt appeared, however, very clearly, that the 1,904 
pons was a misprint for 1,940, and that tlie jlifference 
between 1,940 and 1,959 odd was accounled for by 
the addition of shroff ape. 

The representation of the Ap])cllant that the di- 
vision of the Zemindarp claimed by the Respondent 
contained only thirteen villages at the period when 
his title commenced, and that two of them were 
added afterwards, is clearly disproved by the public 
accounts for the year 1802, showing tliat at tliat 
time Cuttalanpoolum was a known District held on 
Cuttoogootapa, containing the fifteen villages of which 
it now consists, and was subject to an assessment of 
1,000 pagodas. 

Tt is said, however, that whatever may be the Re- 
spondent’s right in point of fact, he is precluded 
from recovering by an objection of law, viz. that 
the Plaintiff's title is not registered according to the 
Madras Regulation XXV. of 1802, see. 8; and it is 
said to have been settled in India that although an 
instrument not registered may be good against the 
Zemindar who executed it, the successor is not bound 

by it. 

The language of the Regulation would seem to 
apply to questions between the Zemindar and the 
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Goveriiuietit, and to have been framed with a view of 
preventing a severance of the Zemindary without 
public notice to the Government. It is not very 
obvious upon what principle it can be held that an 
instrument good against the party making it is bad 
against an heir, if the ancestor had an absolute power 
of alienation. If the successor is, as we should 
term it, a remainder man, or claiming by a title whicli 
the ancestor could not defeat, the case, of course, is 
different. 

But their Lordships are of opinion that there is in 
this case no ground for the objection. This is not 
an alienation of the Zemhidary, or any part of it. 
ft is a perpetual lease of a distinct portion of the 
Zcmindari), whicli constituted a distinct portion 
befoie the Appellant's title to the Zetyihidary accrued, 
and such an estate could not, without great violence 
to the language, he considered as a transfer within 
the words of the Regulation. The title of the Re- 
spondent has been recognized not only by the Ze~ 
mwdar who created it, but by subsequent Zemindars, 

and there has been a possession under it of above 
fifty years. 

Tlieir Lordships will advise Her Majesty to affirm 
the judgment complained of, with costs. 
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In the Supreme Court of Madras the 
special case was stated: — 


following 


A. Cundasawmy Moodelly was on the 23rd of 
April, 1858, by the Court for the relief of Insolvent 

• Prwent : Members of the Judicial Committee.— 'iliB Right 
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Right Hon. Dr. Lusbington, and the Right Hon. Sir Edward 
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Supienic Court jit Ma<Jr(isf) that the Insolvent’s after-acquired property 
was subject to Iho lieu of the lender, ami that such lion was paramount 
to any claim of the Otficial Assignee under the insolvency. 

The snni involved was under the prescribed amount limited by the 
Order in Council of the 10th of Jprif, 1838. Upon a special applica- 
tion the fact appearing that the question involved the construction of 
an Act of Parliament resi>ecting the operation of the law of Insolvent 
debtors iu Iiulia, leave to appeal was granted. 


Debtors at Madras, adjudged to have committed an 
act of Insolvency under the 18th Viet., c. 21, sec. 9, 
and on the same day the usual vesting order was 
made under the 11th section. 

Such adjudication of Insolvency was not ques- 
tioned by the Insolvent, who afterwards filed his 
schedule in the matter, and on the 18th of September 
obtained his personal discharge under section 47. 

The Insolvent did not file any petition under the 
both section, nor did he obtain his discharge in the 
nature of a certificate. 


The Insolvent previous and up to his Insolvency 
was the proprietor of an hotel which was known as 
the Imperial Hotel, and after his discharge this 
hotel was kept by T. Soondanim Moodelly and 
P. Appavoo Moodelhj who engaged the Insolvent, on 
a salary of Rs. 40 a mouth, to manage as their 
servant the hotel known as the “ Imperial Hotel 

and he did so manage the same down to the 7th of 
February, 1859. 

On the 7th of Febrmnj, 1859, the Insolvent 
borrowed from the Defendant, Moses Kerakoose, who 
was aware of such insolvency, Es. 10,000, and on the 
same day he executed his Bond to Moses Kerakoose 
in the penal sum of Es. 20,000, conditioned for pay- 
ment of Es. 10,000, and interest at 12 per cent, per 
annum, three mouths after date. 

On the same 7th of February, 1859, the Insolvent, 
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from and out of the sum of Rs. 10,000, so borrowed 
and received by him from the Defendant, paid to kkrakoose 
the said T. Soondarum Moodelltj and P. Apijavoo Moo- bkooks. 
d'elly the sum of its. 6,500, for the purchase of the 
furniture, stock-in-trade, and goodwill of the hotel, 
and expended the remaining sum of Its. 3,500, in 
the purchase of certain carriages, horses, and harness, 
to be let for hire. 

On the same day the Insolvent, in further per- 
formance of his agreement with the Defendant, 
executed to Moses Kerakoose an instrument undet 
seal, in these words : — 

Know all men by these presents that I, Agappah 
Cundasaivmy Moodelly^ for the better securing the 
repayment of the within sum of Rs. 10,000 so bor- 
rowed and received by me at the time within men- 
tioned, have granted, bargained, sold, assigned, and 
set over unto Moses Kerakoose, his heirs, executors, 
administrators or assigns (Here the items of property, 
goods, and chattels were inserted, and the instrument 
then proceeded) and all my interest due and to grow 
due thereon, and all my right, title, interest, claim or 
demand whatsoever of, in, or to the same, and should 
default be hereafter made in payment of the within 
sum of Rs. 10,000, so borrowed and received by me 
as aforesaid, when the same shall become due, then 
I do hereby for myself, and my heirs, executors, and 
administrators, authorize and empower the said Moses 
Kerakoose, by giving me three days^ notice, to sell and 
dispose of the said (Here the items of property were 
inserted over again, and the instrument then con- 
cludes in these words) hereby assigned and set Over, 
or intended to be, and to pay and apply the proceeds 
of such sale in discharge of the principal and interesi 
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1.S60. due on the within bond. Agappah Cxmdasawniy Moo- 
ke^ose delly. Signed, sealed, and delivered, where no stamp 
BROOKS, paper is to be had, in the presence of Satour Lazar, ^ 

C. Theroovengadow Moodelly.’’ 

The whole of the goods and chattels mentioned 
in the instrument were purchased by the Insolvent, 
by and with the sum of Rs. 10,000, so as aforesaid 
lent and advanced by the Defendant to the Insolvent, 
and the sum was lent and advanced by the Defendant 
to the Insolvent, on the express understanding and 
agreement, that the same was to be laid out by him 
in the purchase of the goods and chattels, and that 
the same, when so purchased, were to be mort- 
gaged by the instrument, above set out by the Insol- 
vent to the Defendant to secure to him the repay^ 
ment of the sum of Rs. 10,000 and interest. 

The whole of the goods and chattels mentioned 

* 

in the above instrument were contained in, and kept 
upon, the premises, called the “ Imperial Hotel,” 
situate on the road leading to St, Thomas^ Mount, in 
which the Insolvent from and after the 7th of 
February, 1859, with the Plaintiff’s knowledge carried 
on business, as an hotelkeeper, on his own account. 

Moses Eerakoose had no possession of such goods 
and chattels, or of any part thereof ; but the same 
remained in the Insolvent’s possession, down to the 
date of his death. 

The Official Assignee had no knowledge of the 
Insolvent’s transactions aforesaid with Moses Kera- 
koose, or of the purchase of property in the hotel, 

■from T. Soondarum Moodelly and P. Appavoo Moo- 

delly* 

The Insolvent departed this life, on the 7th of 
April, 1859, intestate, leaving a widow surviving him, 
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who declined to administer to his estate, and other 
debts besides that to the Defendant contracted sub- 
r sequent to his insolvency. 

Moses Kerakoose, immediately after the death of 

4 

the Insolvent, and on the 7th of April, 1859. in- 
structed Messrs. Ashton, Richardson & Co. to take 
possession of all the goods and chattels mentioned 
and set out in the instrument of the 7th of Feb- 
ruary, 1859, and they accordingly placed their Peo7is 
in charge of the Hotel and of the goods and chattels 
mentioned in the instrument of tlie 7th of February, 
1859. 

The Official Assignee, on the 8th of April, 1859, 
instructed Messrs. Ashton, Richardson & Co. to take 
possession of all the goods and chattels contained in or 
standing on the premises which were reputed to belong 
to the Insolvent, and thereupon a dispute arose be- 
tween the Defendant and the Plaintiff as to the right 
of the Defendant to the property mortgaged by the 
Insolvent, above set out, and it was ultimately agreed 
that the property so taken possession of by Messrs. 
Ashton, Richardson & Co., under the orders of the 
Defendant, together with all the other property in 
the hotel, should be sold by them at a public auction. 

The nett proceeds of the sale of the property men- 
tioned and set out in the instrument of the 7th of 
February, 1859, amounted to Rs. 8,234. 7a. 9 p. 

It was agreed that such nett proceeds should repre- 
sent the goods and chattels, and that no action for 
^ damages should be brought by either party against 
the other, in respect thereof, and that both parties 
should submit themselves to the judgment of the 
Supreme Court in this matter. 

X ' 

The question for determination of the Court was, 
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whether such nett proceeds formed part of the estate 
of the Insolvent, to be distributed amongst the cre- 
ditors under the insolvency, and if so, then that the 
same might be declared and decreed accordingly. 

The special case was argued before the Supreme 
(?ourt on the 2nd of September, 1859, and stood 
over for judgment until the 12th of September, 1859, 
when the Court decreed that the nett proceeds 
formed part of tlie estate of the Insolvent, and passed 
to the Plaintiff as his Assignee. After staling the above 
facts, the learned Judge, Sir Adam Bittleston, proceeded 
as follows: — “ The Defendant never had possession of 
the goods assigned to him by the instrument of assign- 
ment of the 7th of February, 1859, but they remained 
in the possession of the Insolvent, who, from and 
after that day to the day of his death, the 7th of April 
in the same year, carried on business as an hotel- 
keeper on his own account. The case finds that the 
Insolvent so carried on. business with the knowledge 
of the Official Assignee, but that the Official Assignee 
had no knowledge of the Insolvent’s transaction with 
the Defendant, nor of the purchase of the property 
in the whole from Soondrum Moodelly and Appavoo 
Moodelly. Upon the death of Cundasawmy, the goods 
in question were claimed by the Defendant under his 
mortgage, and, his title being disputed by the Official 
Assignee, the property has been sold ; and the question 
submitted by agreement to this Court is, whether the 
nett proceeds of such sale form part of the estate of 
the said Insolvent to be distributed amongst the cre- 
ditors under the said insolvency. Now, the language of 
the Insolvent Act is perfectly clear. It leaves no room 
to doubt that the effect of the vesting order is to vest 
in the Official Assignee all the future estate, title, and 
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interest of the Insolvent in any effects which he may j86o. 
purchase after his insolvency, as well as in any pro- KER^i^sE 
^ perty to which he may have been previously entitled, brooks. 

^ The situation of an Insolvent who has not obtained 
his discharge in the nature of a certificate under the 
StatUlft, 11th & 12th Viet., c. 21, is not materially 
different from that of an uncertificated Bankrupt under 
the English Bankrupt Laws ; and, as a general rule, 
it was not disputed at the Bar that an uncertificated 
Bankrupt has no power of acquiring property for him- 
self, but whatever he acquires passes to his Assignees. 

In Everett v. Backhouse (10 Ves. 99), the Master of 
the Rolls, Sir William Grant, says, ‘ It is clear, being 
an uncertificated Bankrupt, he could acquire property 
only for the benefit of his creditors under those com- 
missions, unless, indeed, under very particular circum- 
stances ; where the Assignees may by their conduct 
have precluded themselves from claiming the property, 
which they have permitted the Bankrupt to acquire in 
the trade in which he was afterwards engaged, as in 
Troughton v. Gitley (Ambler, 630); but in other cases, 
without those particular circumstances, it is perfectly 
clear the Bankrupt, either by himself or a partner, 
acquires property not for himself or his new creditors, 
but for the Assignees under the existing commissions.' 
Accordingly, it was argued, on behalf of the Defendant, 
that this case fell within the principle of the decision in 
Troughton v. Gitley, and the comparatively recent case 
of Tucker v. Hernaman (1 Sm. & Giff, 394. S. C. 4 De 
^ Q, Masc. & Gor. 395) founded upon it. But it seems 
to me that the present case cannot be governed by those 
decisions. In Troughton v. Gitley, the Assignees were 
l^ies to the original arrangement, by which the 
^Bankrupt was put into possession of property for the 
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i 860 , purpose of enabling him to carry on his trade ; he 
kerakoose was afterwards suffered to trade for four years without 
hrwks interruption or claim, and, upon his death, after he 
had made profits in his trade, the question arose 
between the two sets of creditors in an administration 
suit, and the Court held that the creditors under the 
commission had, by their conduct, lost their priority. 
In Tucker v. Hernanian (1 Sm. & Giff. 399), 
V.C. Stuart says, it was decided by Troughton v. 
Gitley that the Assignee of a Bankrupt who has 
neglected his duty in suffering the Bankrupt to con- 
tract debts and amass property, is to be postponed to 
subsequent creditors. And in the same case upon 
appeal, 4 De G. Mac. & Gor. 399, L, J. Turner said, 
‘ The case of Troughton v. Gitley^ is a clear autho- 
rity for this, that, if creditors xinder a commission in 
bankruptcy, permit the Bankrupt to carry on his 
trade subsequently to the issuing of that commission, 
those prior creditors, as in the case of a prior mort- 
gagee standing by and suffering a subsequent mort- 
gage to be made, without giving notice of his security, 
lose their priority in respect to the debts which were due 
to them ; and that in the administration of the estate 
of a Bankrupt so circumstanced, the debts of creditors 
incurred subsequently to the commission must be 
paid in priority, upon the authority of Troughton 
V. Gitley, thus understood. Tucker v. Hernaman was 
decided. But is this the case of a man having a 
lien standing by and letting another make a new 
security? On the 7th February, what had the 
Official Assignee or the creditors done to preclude 
them from claiming any property which the Insol- 
vent might acquire by purchase? where is the 
conduct amounting to a declaration to all mankind 
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that he had sufficient capacity? The case states that >86o. 
he did on that day purchase the goods in question, kerakoose 

V, 

and the Defendant claims under an assignment from brooks. 
him ; neither the Official Assignee nor the creditors 
under the insolvency had any knowledge of that trans- 
action, and it is difficult to understand how they can 
be prejudiced on the ground that they permitted that 
to take place which they had no means of preventing. 

In the fact that the Insolvent afterwards for two 
months carried on trade on his own account, with the 
knowledge of the Official Assignee, I can discover no 
ground for depriving the creditors under the commis- 
sion of their priority over the Defendant; and the 
fact that other debts, besides that of the Defendant, 
were contracted subsequent to this insolvency, does 
not seem to me materially to affect the question as 
between the Defendant and the creditors under the in- 
solvency. It was not discussed at the bar, whether the 
creditors whose debts were contracted during the two 
months when the Insolvent was carrying on trade on 
his own account with the knowledge of the Official 
Assignee, would be entitled to priority. Indeed, 
those creditors are not parties to this case; their 
interests have not been represented here, and they 
would not be bound by this decision. But I have 
given some consideration to that question ; and 
though their case comes much nearer to the case 
of Troughton v. Gitley than the case of the Defendant 
(so that if the Insolvent had made profits by his 
trade, even in ' the short period of two months, I 
should have been strongly inclined to think that they 
would have had a prior claim upon the profits acquired 
in that trade), yet, inasmuch as the property in 
question was not acquired in the trade, but before 
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the trade was commenced, nor with the concurrence 
of the Official Assignee or creditors, but without 
their knowledge, it seems to me that the equity 
established in Troughfon v. Gitley does not apply in 
this ease, even in favour of those creditors whose 
debts were contracted during the trading. It is ob- 
servable that in Tucker v. Hernaman, the fund upon 
which the subsequent creditors were held to have a 
prior claim appears to have consisted wholly of the 
profits realized in the business carried on after the 
bankruptcy; and though, in Troughton v. Gitley, the 
priority given to the subsequent creditors extended 
to the original fund with which the Bankrupt com- 
menced trading after his bankruptcy, as well as to 
the profits realized by him afterwards in that trade, 
yet there the original fund and the subsequent profits 
were equally acquired with the knowledge and assent 
of the assignees under the commission. It might 
be argued, on behalf of this class of creditors, that 
though the Official Assignee knew nothing of the 
transaction with the Defendant, or of the purchase 
of the goods by the Insolvent, yet, as he knew that 
possession of them had been delivered to the Insol- 
vent, and permitted him with those goods to trade 
on his own account, he held out the Insolvent as a 
trader who might be trusted, and by so doing he 
has precluded himself from asserting the prior right 
of the creditors under the insolvency to any part of 
the property employed in that trade. But the pos- 
session which the Insolvent had was not inconsistent 
with the supposition that the property remained 

vested in others; and, indeed, the claim of the Official 

* 

Assignee seems, at first, to have been made upon such 
supposition, for he directs Messrs. Ashton & Richardson 
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to seize such goods as were reputed to belong to the In- 
solvent ; and I am not aware that it is any part of the kerajcoose 
duty of an assignee to interpose for the purpose of oks. 
preventing an Insolvent from carrying on his trade, 
if any friend of the Insolvent is willing to trust him 
with the possession of goods for that purpose. I do 
not see how he could effectually prevent such an 
arrangement, and the interests of the creditors under 
the insolvency might often suffer if he did; for, if the 
trade is subsequently carried on with profit, the fund 
realized is liable to their debts, after those of the sub- 
sequent creditors have been discharged. Therefore, 
upon the whole, under the very peculiar circumstances 
of this case, I think that even the creditors, whose debts 
were contracted during the two months, from the 7th 
of Fehtuaty to the 7th of April, could not, as regards 
payment out of this fund, claim priority on the credi- 
tors under the insolvency. There is one other point of 
view in which I have considered this case. Lord St. 
ZieonarFs, in re Athinson^s Tr'usi (2 He G. Mac. & 

Gor. 143), says, ‘It may be considered as decided 
that the Assignee in insolvency represents the In- 
solvent; he stands in his place, and takes only such 
interest as he can give, and subject to all equities 
to which the Insolvent himself is bound;’ and, 
under the influence of feeling that the case was 
one of some hardship upon the Defendant, I have 
given some consideration to the question whether any 
equity in the Defendant’s favour, binding on the 
Assignee, could arise out of the agreement between 
the Defendant and the Insolvent; that the money 
lent by the one should be applied by the other in 
the purchase of the specific goods in question; and 
that they should be immediately mortgaged to the 
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Defendant; but it is clear that the intention was 
kerakoose tJiat the property in the goods should vest in the 
hrooks. Insolvent; and the Defendant knew that he was 
dealing with an insolvent, and that circumstance 
seems to me fatal to any claim for equitable relief 
on his part. He must be taken to have con- 
sented to advance the money upon such a security 
as the Insolvent was legally competent to give, and, if 
he took a security which was worthless, he took it 
with full knoAvledge of the circumstance which ren- 
dered it so; and ignorance of tlie law is not to be 
presumed; and if presumed, would not afford a title to 
relief. In the case of Meitx v. Smith (1 Mont. D. & De 
G. 396), which I mentioned on the argument, it ap- 
pears that the Plaintiffs, who, upon deposit of a lease, 
advanced £1,000 to an uncertificated bankrupt upon 
the transfer to him of the lease of a public-house, 
were ignorant of his bankruptcy at the time, and 
that the very same act which gaye existence to the 
lease, viz. the delivery, was the act which consti- 
tuted the deposit and the lien, I have come to the 
conclusion that, in this case, the property in these 
goods acquired by the Insolvent by purchase, passed 
to the Official Assignee by the operation of the vesting 
order, and that the proceeds of the sale form part of 
the Insolvent’s estate, to be distributed under the 
insolvency. In this result there may, at first sight, 
appear to be some hardship upon the Defendant; but 
it may reasonably be supposed, that he speculated 
upon the probability of the Insolvent being able to 
carry on a profitable trade, and of succeeding in 
realizing a fund sufficient to pay him as well as his 
other creditors; at all events, he might, if he had so 
chosen, have purchased the goods himself, in which 
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case some notice, at least, would have been given 
that the property in the Insolvent’s possession was Kerakoose 
not his own. And, as was said by Baijletj, J., in i rooks. 
Nias v. Adamson (3 Bar. & Aid., 231), ‘ there is 
no hardship in this, for it is clear, that the goods 
cannot be purchased with money belonging to the 
Bankrupt himself; and, if purchased by money be- 
longing to a friend, it is as easy for the friend to 
buy it and to have the legal property transferred to 
him.’ ” 

The Defendant filed in the Supreme Court a peti- 
tion for leave to api)eal to Her iSiajesty in Council 
against the judgment of the Court, but as the sub- 
ject matter was under Rs. 10,000, the Court refused 
to allow the appeal. 

The Defendant then presented a petition to Her Ma- 
jesty in Council, praying for leave to appeal from the 
decree of the Supreme Court. 'Ilie grounds for llie 
application, as stated in the petition, were, that the 
application for leave to appeal was refused by the 
Supreme Court solely iu consequence of the Order in 
Council of the 10th of April, 183S, the amount of 
the nett proceeds being under the appealable value of 
Rs. 10,000, therein prescribed; that tlie question at 
issue was one of general interest in the insolvency 
beyond the mere amount of tlie nett proceeds, inas- 
much as the otlier creditors of the Insolvent, subse- 
quent to the insolvency, were interested in, and the 
other property acquired by the Insolvent since his 
insolvency was affected by, the decision, and that the 
question was also of general importance in India, as 
involving the construction and working of the Insol- 
vent Act, 11th & 12th Viet., c. 21, 
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Kerakoose 

V. 

HROOKS. 


Mr. R. Palmer^ Q.C., in support of the petition. 

Their Lordships’ granted the application, upon 
the sum of £300 being deposited for costs. 

The appeal now came on for hearing, 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. TF. W, Mackeson, 
for the Appellant. 

It is submitted, first, that the loan, bond, and 
mortgage formed one contemporaneous transaction. 
Tlie mortgage was endorsed on the bond, and it was 
the intention of the parties, previous to the purchase 
ami loan, that the lien or charge of the Appellant 
upon the property should precede any interest of the 
Insolvent. Such is clearly the substantial effect of 
the acts and dealings of the parties, and unless this 
view be taken, the assignment was without meaning, 
as the debts of the Insolvent exceeded the value of the 
goods and chattels intended to be mortgaged. But, 
secondly, even if the goods had not vested in the Ap- 
pellant, as we insist they did, the fact of the Insolvent 
having been allowed by the Official Assignee to carry 
on the business of the Hotel on his own account, and 
deal with the goods and chattels as his own property, 
is conclusive against any claim by him on behalf of 
the creditors, and estops him from disputing the as- 
signment to the Appellant. As the Official Assignee 
did not, under the 86th section of the Statute 11th & 
12th Viet,, c. 21, enter up judgment against the In- 
solvent, he cannot claim any property acquired by the 

•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right Hon. 
Lord Kingsdown, the Right Hon. the Lord Justice Knight Bruce, 
the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. Sir John 
Taylor Coleridge. 

Assessor , — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel. 
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Insolvent subsequent to his insolvency. If the Official »86o. 
Assignee could take the property it woufd be subject kerakoose 
to the same equities which subsisted between the In- brwks. 
solvent and the Respondent. 

Upon the question whether the proceeds of after- 
acquired goods belonged to the Assignees of an un- 
certificated Insolvent or to the mortgagee, the fol- 
lowing cases were relied on: — Platel v. Berill (a), 

Jackson v. Burnham (h), Ashley v. Kell{c), Holsgrave v. 

Hedges (d)^ Hawker v. Hallewell (e), Bailey v. Cidver- 
well (/), Yeates v. Groves (g). Row v. Dawson {h)y 
Langton v. Horton (i)» Curtis v. Auher (,/), Tapfrell v. 

Hillman (k), Carvalho v. Burn (/), Lempriere v. Pas- 
ley {M)f Everett v. Backhouse (»), Belcher v. Oldfield(o)^ 

In re Atkinson^s Trusts (p). In re Barr^s Trusts (g), 

Winch V. Kceley (r), Twiss v. White (s), Woodland v. 

Fuller (0) Trmighton v. Gitley (u), Tucker v. Herna’ 
man (x). 

Mr, Lewis, Q.C., and Mr. W. H. Melvill, for the 
Respondent. 

The principle which concedes to the creditors of an 

Insolvent, debts contracted in public trade subsequent 

% 

to his insolvency, a priority of payment out of the 
profits of such trade, has no application to a debt 


(o) 2 Exch. Rep. 519. (b) 8 Exch. Rep. 173. (c) Stra. 1207. 

(d) 3 Drew, 74. (c) 2 Sm. & Giff. 498. (/) 8 Barn. & Cr. 448. 


{g) 1 Vcs. Jim. 280. 

(j) 1 Jac. & Wal. 526. 
'(0 4 Barn. & Ad. 382. 
(m) 2 Term. Rep. 486. 
(o) 0 Bingh. N. C. 102. 
(g) 4. Kay & Jchp. 219. 
(g) 3 Bingh. 486. 


(h) 1 Ves. 331. (») 1 Hare, 549. 

(fc) 6 Man. & Gr. 245. 

S. C. 1 Ad. & El. 883. 7 Sim. 109. 

(») 10 Vps. 94. 

(p) 2 De G. Mac. & Oor. 140. 
(r) 1 Term. Rep. 619. 

(0 3 Per. & D. 570. 


(m) Amb. 630. 

(«) 1 Sm. & Giff. 394. S. C. on appeal, 4 De G. Mac. & Gor. 399. 
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i 860 . contracted in the manner stated in this case, Imme- 
kerakoose diately upon the purchase of the effects in question by 
Brooks, the Insolvent, on the 7th of Fehniary, 1859, the same 
wore vested in tlie Official Assignee. The subsequent 
assignment of such effects by the Insolvent to the Ap- 
pellant could not prejudice or affect the title of the 
Assignee, as the statutory title of Assignees under in- 
solvency is not subject to any equity arising from 
dealings of the Insolvent subsequent to the insolvency, 
except in certain eases in wliich the fact of the person 
assorting the equity is shown to have been ignorant of 
the imsolvcncy. That is tlie distinguishing ingredient 
in cases of this hind which is lost sight of by the 
Appellant. Exp. Bovlton (a) is a strong case in our 
favour. There a holder of shares in a Kailway 
Company was one of the secretaries of the Company 
and a Solicitor. He borrowed money of a client on 
a deposit of the certificates of the shares, but no 
further notice of the deposit was given to the Com- 
pany. The Solicitor became Bankrupt; and it was 
held by the Lords Justices that the shares were in his 
order and disposition with the consent of the client. 
In the present case it cannot be denied that the Ap- 
pellant was aware of the insolvency at the time of the 
transaction in question. Such knowledge is fatal to 
his claim to have a prior lien. Neither can it be urged 
that there has been any act or default on the part of 
the Assignee whereby he can be deemed to have 
waived or lost his right to such effects in priority to 
the claim of the Appellant. 

Next, we submit, that the loan, bond, and mortgage 
did not form one transaction, or that the parol agree- 
ment for a lien at the time of the advance of the 


(a) 1 De G. & Jo. 163. 
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money constituted an equitable lien. The authorities 
upon this point are conclusive. In Exp. Coomhe («), 
Sir John Leech says, “A good equitable mortgage 
was made by the deposit of the original leas<s but 
the parol agreement to deposit tlie furtlier lease 
can give no title.” Although it was held by Lord 
St. Leonard's^ in re Atkinson's Trusts (fo), that the title 
of an equitable assignee for value of an equitable 
interest is not affected by tlie previous insolvency 
of the assignor; yet that case is distinguisliablc 
from the present. There the Assignee had no notice 
of the insolvency. Exp. Hooper (c) is an authority, 
that where there was a mortgage to secure a sum of 
money, and the mortgagor afterwards entered into a 
parol engagement that further sums advanced subse- 
quently to the mortgage should be tacked to the ori- 
ginal mortgage, and the mortgagor afterwards became 
a Bankrupt, that a further mortgage was not created 
on the strength of the parol engagement. [Lord 
Chelmsford’. It is impossible that you can split up 
the transaction or contend that the Assignee is not 
subject to the same equities as the Insolvent himself.J 
There may be an equity between the Insolvent and 
the Appellant, but not necessarily so as against the 
Assignee. It is necessary to establish that the party 
dealing with the Insolvent should not have had notice. 
[Lord Kingsdoxrn: If that be so, as you broadly lay 
down, an Insolvent could deal with nobody.] You 
must look to the conduct of the party contracting 
with the Insolvent. If he, knowing the insolvency, 
supplies him with goods, he gives him a false ground 
for future credit. But, adnjitting that the loan, bond, 


i860. 

Kbrakoose 

Bkooks. 





{h) 2 De O. Mac. & Gor. 140. 


(a) 4 Madd. 251. 
(c) 19 Yes. 477. 
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and mortgage must be looked at as forming one trans- 
action ; yet in every case where property passes through 
the Insolvent and is dealt with as his, the statutory 
title of the Assignee at that moment attaches. There 
are only two classes of cases in which th^ statutory 
title of the Assignee is displaced; first, where the 
Insolvent is allowed by the Assignee to continue 
trading, then we admit that subsequent creditors have 
a preference on subsequently-acquired property. This 
is allowed on the ground of public policy and the con- 
duct of the Assignee in leading the public to give the 
Insolvent credit. Here there was no public trading. 
It was a mere secret and private dealing. The second 
class is in cJioses in action. That rests on the peculiar 
nature of the property; but even there, want of notice 
of the fact of insolvency forms an essential in- 
gredient. 

The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown. 

The case rests upon a narrow point. Under the Sta- 
tute, 11th & 12th Viet. c. 21, the Assignee has a right 
to the subsequently-acquired property of an Insolvent, 
unless the Insolvent has obtained a certificate and dis- 
charge; but the Assignee’s right to the subsequently- 
acquired property is subject to two qualifications. In 
the first place, if the Insolvent has acquired property 
subject to liens and obligations, then any property 
taken by the Assignee under that state of things is 
taken subject to those charges and equities which affect 
the property in the hands of the Insolvent. The second 
qualification is this, that if the Insolvent carries on 
trade at a subsequent period, "with the assent of the 
Assignee of the estate under the Insolvent Act, in the 
first instance the property which is acquired in the 
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subsequent trade will be subject in equity to the charge i 860 , 
of the creditors in that trade, in priority to the claim kerakoose 
of the Assignee under the first insolvency. UkooKs. 

Now, in this case, when the facts are understood, 
their Lordships cannot entertain the slightest doubt. 

It is admitted that what has been done might have been 
done in such a way as to exempt the property from the 
claim of the Assignees. Then what is the transaction 
which takes placed The Insolvent carries on for a 
certain time the business of a Hotel, as agent or mana- 
ger for other persons. On the 7th of February, 1851), 
he makes an arrangement with the Appellant, by whicli 
he becomes the purchaser of the property now in dis- 
pute, and carries on the trade subsequently on his own 
account, with the knowledge of the Assignee under 
the insolvency. Under what circmnstances, then, 
does he acquire the property by which the subse- 
quent trade is carried on? Does he acquire an absolute 
right to it, discharged from any lien, or does he acquire 
a right to it subject to a legal or equitable title on the 
part of other persons? 

Now, it appears that a sum of money was advanced 
by the Appellant for the purpose of being laid out in 
the purchase of the property; and at the time it is ad- 
vanced, it is advanced subject to an agreement, that 
it is to be laid out in that particular manner, and that 
the property is to be assigned to the person who ad- 
vances the money in order to secure the repayment. 

A mortgage is executed accordingly. It is one trans- 
action by which the Insolvent never acquired any- 
thing except subject to the lien of the creditor, and 
the Assignee can stand in no better situation. 

Their Lordships, therefore, must advise Her Majesty 
that the judgment of the (‘ourt below' ought to be 
reversed, and with costs. 
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Anunpmohun Pal 

and others 


OUOWDHOORY, I 
. — - ) 


Appellants^ 


AND 


Kishen Chunder Bannerjea \ 
Chowdhoory, and others 


Respondents * 


On appeal from the Sadder Beivanny Adawlut at 

Calcutta. 


Heard ex-parte. 


Bengal Regulation {XV of 179<1), secs. 8 and 9 — Contract when bad 
under — Usury — What amounts to. 

Money was advanced by A. to B. and others. The repayment, by 
instalments extending over a period of eleven years, of the principal and 
interest at 12 per cent, per annum, calculated up to a certain date, was 
secured by three instruments, consisting of a Dye Shoodee Ijarah (usu- 
fructuary lease), a Dur Ijarah Kurbooleat (underlease agreement), and 
a security bond. A balance being found due on the expiration of the 
stipulated time for payment, the securities were put in suit, when it was 
pleaded in defence that the lease and underlease were a fraudulent con- 
trivance to cover illegal interest, and, therefore, void by secs. 8 & 9 of 
Ben. Reg. XV. of 1793. Held in the circumstances, and from the 
accounts, that the transaction was not a device, or evasion of the law 
of usury, within that Regulation. 

This suit was instituted in the Civil Court of 
Zillah Bachergnnge, to recover money due to the 
Appellants on a loan transaction secured by mortgage. 
The principal questions raised were, first, whether the 
Respondents had, as they alleged, paid otf the loan, 
and secondly, whether the Respondents had proved 
that the loan, and the deeds by which its repayment 
with interest was secured, together constituted a de- 

• Present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon. Lord Chelmsford, the Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown, and the 
Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan. 

— The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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vice, within the meaning of Ben. Eeg. XV". of 1793, (a) 
to elude the rules regarding interest, prescribed by 
that Regulation. 


i860. 
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(a) The following are the sections of Ben. Reg. XV. of 1793, bear- kishen 
ing upon this point, and rcfen’ed to on tlic hearing of the appeal: — Chunokr 
Sect. II. — First: If the cause of action shall have arisen before I^annerJea. 


the 28th day of March, 1780, the Courts of Civil Judicature are not 
to decree higher or lower rates of interest than the following: — 


Second: On sums not exceeding one hundred sicca rupees, three 
rupees and two annas per cent, per mensem, or thirty-seven rupees 
and eight annas per cent, per annum. 


Third: On sums exceeding one hundred sicca rupees two per 
cent, per mensem, or twenty-four per cent, per annum. 

“ Sect. IV. — If the cause of action shall have arisen on or after the 
Ist day of January, 1793, the Courts are not to decree any interest 
on any sum whatever, above the rate of 12 per cent, per annum. 


“Sect. VII. — The Courts are not to decree any compound 
interest arising from intermediate adjustments of accounts. This 
rule, however, is not to extend to cases in which accounts between 
the parties shall have been adjusted, and the former bonds or 
agi’eements cancelled, and new bonds, or agreements taken for tbe 
aggregate amount of the principal and the legal interest remaining 
due upon the adjustment consolidated into principal. 

“ Sect. VIII. — The Courts are not to decree any interest what- 
ever, in any case, where the bond or instrument given for the 
security and evidence of the debt shall have been granted on or 
subsequent to the 28th day of March, 1780, and. shall specify a 
higher rate of interest than is authorized by this Regulation to 
have 1)een given and received .subsequent to that date. 


“Sect. IX. — Nor to decree any interest whatsoever in favour of 
the Plaintiff, in any ease where the cause of action shall have 
arisen on or subsequent to the 28th day of March, 1780, w'here 
a greater interest than U authorized by this Regulation shall have 
been received, or stipulated to be received, if it be proved that any 
attempt has been made to elude tbe rules prescribed in it, by any 
deduction from the loan, or by any device or means whatever ; nor 
to give any other judgment hut for the dismission of the suit, 
with costs to be paid by the Plaintiffs.’* 
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The Civil Court of the Zillah Backergunge decided 
on both questions in favour of the Appellants; de- 
claring, as to the first, that the written receipts put 
in evidence by the Respondents to prove the pay- 
ments were fabricated; and, as to the second, that 
CHUNOKR the Respondents had failed to prove that the case was 
bannerjea. within 8th and 9th sections of that Regulation. 

The Sudder Dewanny Court upon appeal reversed the 
decree of that Court on the second question only, 
declaring that the case was shown to be within 
sec. 9 of that Regulation, and dismissed the suit with 
costs, thereby, in effect, decreeing an entire forfeiture 
of both the principal and interest due to the Appel- 
lants from the Respondents. 

The circumstances out of which the suit arose 
were these : — 

On the 15th of October, 1844, Woomakunt Ban- 
ner jea, since deceased, the father of the second and 
fourth Respondents, obtained a loan of Rs. 15,000, 
from the Chytimno Kishen Pal Chowdhoory, Banker, 
also since deceased, and the father of one of the Ap- 
pellants, named Ram Kishen Pal Chowdhoory and 
Kally Kishen Pal Chowdhoory, and uncle of the other 
Appellants Anundmohun Pal Chowdhoory, Gohind 
Chunder Pal Chowdhoory, Mohesh Chunder Pal Chowd- 
hoory, and who, together with his sons and nephews, 
constituted an undivided Hindoo family. 

At the time when the money was agreed to be 
lent it .was also agreed, between the borrower and 
lender, that three several instruments should be 
executed by W oomakunt Banner jea, in order to secure 
the repayment, by instalments, extending over a 
period of eleven years and ten months, of Rs. 15,000, 
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together with interest thereon at the rate of 12 per 
cent, per annum. 

These instruments were dated 1 Kariic]: 1251 (the 
15th of October, 1844), and registered in the ilis- 
trict. 

The first of these instruments, executed by W oovia- 
Icunt Banner jea, called an Ijarah Pottah (instrument of 
lease), and sometimes a Dye Shoodee Ijarah (usufruc- 
tuary lease), was as follow's: — 


i860. 
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LANNERJEA. 


“To Chytnnno Kishcn Pal, son of Kishen Muuynl 
Pal, deceased, inhabitant of Lohojung, Thannah Raja- 
baree, Zillah Dacca. This Ijarah Pottah is executed 
by Woomakunt Bannerjea Chowdhoory, inhabitant of 
Kaleepara, Thannah Sreenaggur, in the above Dis- 
trict:— My ancestral Zemindary, Talook, and Howalas, 
comprise a one-third of the whole 12-anna share 
of Pergunnah Ramnuggur, bearing a proportionate 

Sndder jumma of Rs. 1,220. 5a. 3p., out of the whole 
Rs. 3,660. Iba. 9p.; a 4-anna share of the entire 
16 annas of Tiippah Kaderahad, the proportionate 
Sudder jumma of which is Rs. 240. 11a. 3p., out ol. 
the whole Rs. 962. 13a., subordinate to the Collecto- 
rate of Zillah Backergmige, and in my Nij (own) 
name ^ Taloolc JLhdool Momeen, the collections of 
which are included in Zillah Hyderabad, bearing ;i 
Sudder jumma of Rs. 3. 4a., and 3p. ; Kharija 

ChMchla Noorpoor, the collections of which are 
realized along with Zillah Rajnuggur, and which is 
named Howala Atush Khan, bearing a Sudder jumma 
of Rs. 21. 5a. 4p.; Howala Anwar Khan, the jumma 
of which is Rs. 21. 5a. 4p.; and Howala Sultan Ma- 
homed, bearing a Sudder jumma of Rs. 1. la. Ip., 
subordinate to the Collectorate of Zillah Dacca 
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Gelalpore; so that in the above two districts my 
rights bear a total Sudder jumma of Company's 
Rs. l,r)08. 6p. The whole of this, I, of my own 
consent and free will, do farm out to you for a term 
of 11 years and 10 months from the month of 
Kartick, 1251, to the month of Scnvun, 1263. The 
Moftissil proceeds of the whole, according to the 
fixed annual collections, are these : — in Pergunnah 
Ramnagore, Mouzah Balia, Monzah Barjalia, and 
Jowar Shajeera, yield Rs. 3,391. 10a. 3p.; Tuppah 
Kaderahad, Rs. 831. 10a.; and TalooJc, Abdool Momeen, 
Hotvalas Atush Khan, Amva Khan, and Sultan Ma- 
homed, appertaining to Kismut Muchooa, Rs. 107. 12a.; 
in all, Rs. 4,331. 3p. Deducting from this sum the 
expense of collections to be incurred by you as here- 
tofore, and the Chnckran allowances in money and 
lands (that is on account of Pergunnah Ramnuggur), 
Rs. 344. 7a. 6p.; Tuppah Kaderahad, Rs, 133. 10a. 
and Kismut Muchooa, Rs. 8, amounting in all to 
Rs. 486. la. 6p., there remains Rs. 3,844, 14a. 9p). 
At this calculation, the Mofussil proceeds during 
the above term, will amoimt to Rs. 45,498. 4a. Ip.; 
out of this sum you will make over to me annually 
the Government revenue for the above term, which, 
at the above rate (that is, Rs. 1,508. 6p. per annum), 
amounts to Co.'s Rs. 17,845. 7p. I will pay this 
sum into the above collectorates. As for the re- 
mainder, Co.’s Rs. 27,653. 3a. 6p. which, for the 
above term, will be due to me from you, I have 
received from you in cash, from hand to hand, on 
this day, at Lahojung, an advance of Co.'s Rs. 15,000. 
Instead of repaying this sum, Rs. 15,000, id once, It 
will be paid by instalments, noted below, ivithm the 
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above term, of the IjaroJif 11 years and 10 mouths; 
lieiice, interest on that sum, as per schedule, at the rate 
of 1 rupee per cent., will, for the above term, amount to 
Rs. 12,653. 3a. 6p. in all, principal and interest, amount- 
ing to Rs. 27,653. 3a. 6p., which will be due -to you. 
You will, therefore, retain the aforesaid Zemindarij, 
Talook and Howalas in your own possession and 
control for the above term of the Ijarah, 11 years and 
10 months, collect rents in the Mofussil, according 
to the gross assets, and, after deducting the expoiiscs 
of collection and the Government revenue, you will 
take, in liquidation of the above principal and interest, 
the whole of the above sum of Rs. 27,653. 3a. 6p., 
which is due to me. I will not, during the term of 
the Ijarah, alienate the property mentioned in this 
Pottah, either by sale or gift. Should the aforesaid 
Mehals be sold for arrears of Government revenue, 
then, out of the above amount, whatever will remain 
due to you at that ijeriod, after deducting the sums 
repaid, will be paid, without any objection, by myself 
and my heirs. In failure of payment, the same will 
be realized from my other real and personal pro- 
perties, and no objection, either on my part or on the 
part of my heirs, will be admitted. The Siuider and 
Mofussil expenses and losses, on account of suits 
relative to the aforesaid Mehals, which are now 
pending, or which will be instituted in future, in the 
Civil or Criminal Courts, the Colleetorate, &c., will 
be payable by myself, and you have nothing to do 
with them. Under these terms, and on receipt of 
Rs. 15,000, do I execute this Dye Shoodee (usufruc- 
tuary) Ijarah lease, and take a Kurbooleat/* A schedule 
showing the instalments payable was annexed. 
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The second instrument was executed by the Ee- 
spondents, Krishto Chunder Banner jea Chowdhooryy on 
behalf of Woomakunt Bannerjea, whose Gomashtah he 
was, called a l)ur Ijarah Kurhooleat (an under-lease 
agreement), and which became necessary as it had been 
agreed between the princijial parties, as is usual, that 
the mortgagee, Chytunno Kishen Pal Chowdhoory 
should not enter into actual possession of the pro- 
perty, or into receipt of the rents, under the Ijarah 
Poitah, but that as lessor under it lie would grant 
(which he did) an underlease to the Kespondent, 
Kishen Clnmder Banverjea^ as tlie appointee of 
Woomakunt Bannerjea. 


“To Chytunno Kishen Pal. You have taken an 
Ijarah lease of the ancestral Zemindaries, Taloohs, and 
Howalas of W oomakunt Bannerjea Chowdhoory. There- 
fore, Bannerjea Chowdhoory being security, I do, 
hereby, of my own accord, take a Dur Ijarah from 
you of the above-mentioned Mehals for the said term 
of 11 years and 10 months, the annual Mofussil pro- 
ceeds of which are, as stated in the Ijarah lease, 
Rs. 3,391. 10a. 3p. in Monzah Balia and Mouzah 
Burjalia, and Jowar Shajurah, appertaining to Per- 
gunnah Ramnugynr ; Rs. 831. 10a. in Tuppa Kadera- 
bad, and Rs. 107. 12a. in Talook Abdool Momeen; 
Howala Atush Khan^ Anwar Khan, and Sultan Ma- 
homed, appertaining to Kisnnit Muchooa, making a 
total of Rs. 4,331. Oa. 3p., from which is to be de- 
ducted Rs. 486. la. 6p., being the collection charges, 
&c., due to me, as stated in the Ijarah Pottah, as well 
as the Chuckran allowances in money and lands, . 
viz., Rs. 344. 7a. 6p. for Pergunnah Ramnuggur, 
Rs. 133. 10a. for Tuppah Kaderahad, and Rs. 8 for 
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Kismut MucTiooa, making a total of Rs. 486. la. 6p. 

That, from the remainder of Rs. 3,844. 14a. 9p. per 
auiiuni, or from the total sum of Rs. 45,498. 4a. Ip*? i’al 

accruing during the said term, 1 will pay to hanne7 jCii dhoorv 
Cliowdhoory, the proprietors, according to the terms ^is^Iien 
of the Pottah, the sum of Rs. 17,845. Oa. 7p., being 
the total amount of Sndder jumma for the term at 
the rate of Rs. 1,508. Oa. 6p. per annum, as stated 
above, by whom* the same shall be paid into the Col- 
lectorates. The remainder, Rs. 27,653. 3a. Cp., which 
would be due to you for the period, shall be paid to 
you by me without any ob.jeetion, acc(^ribng to the 
undermentioned instalments, and on the folloAving 
months of each year. Railing to pay any instahner.T, 

I will pay interest at one rupee per cent, per month. 

All profits arising from increase, and losses incurred 
on account of decrease in the fixed collections of the 
Mehals, caused by inundation, drought, damage, &c., 
as also all costs of suits pending, or that will here- 
after be instituted in the Criminal and Collector’s 
Courts, &c., will go to my account, and you have no 
concern with them. In case the rents be not paid 
according to the stated instalments, you will realize 
them in conformity with the Regulations that aie 
now or will hereafter be in force as regards the col- 
lection of rents. I or my heirs are not at liberty 
to relinquish this Dur Ijarah within the aforesaid 
period.’^ A schedule showing the instalments pay- 
able here followed. 

The third and last instrument, called a security 
bond, was executed by Woomakuut Baimerjea in order 
to guarantee the due performance of the conditions 
contained in the above Knrhooleat, 
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After the execution of these instruments Wooma- 
kiint Bannerjea, and the Respondent Kishen Chunder 
Bannerjca, as such under lessee, were jointly in pos- 
session of the land and premises mentioned in the 
securities. 

W oomakuni Bannerjea died in 1845, leaving three 
sons, the Respondents, Brojo Clmnder Bannerjea, 
Chunder Kunt Bannerjea, and Soorjoo Kiint Bannerjea, 
his joint heirs him surviving, who accordingly entered 
into and have since remained in joint possession of 
the land and premises with the other Respondent, 
Kishen Chunder Bannerjea. 

Tt appeared that between the 16ch Poos B. E., 1251 
(corresponding with the 30th of Decemher, 1844), 
and the 23rd Maiigh B. E. 1256 (corresponding with 
the 4th of February, 1849), the aggregate sum of 
Company’s Rs. 7,398. 12a. was paid in divers amounts 
to account of instalments under the securities, partly 
by the late Woomakunt Bannerjea, during his life, and 
partly by the Respondents since his death, but no 
furtlier payments were received in respect of the 
loan. 

Tu consequence tliereof, the Appellants, together 
with one Mussamaut Shuhee Monee Choivdhooranee, 
since deceased, who had survived Chytunno Kishen Pal 
Cliowdhoory, put the securities in suit, and, on the 
28th of February, 1853, they filed a plaint in the Zillah 
Court of Backergunge, which, after setting forth that 
the loan of Rs. 15,000, and also the olher principal 
facts before mentioned, sought to recover a balance, 
after crediting the amount so received as aforesaid, of 
Rs. 18,381. 10a., due from the Defendants at the 
date of plaint, under the three several instruments, ' 
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wliich were therein relied on, as liaving been duly 
executed, to secure the repayment of loan of 
Rs. 15,000, and interest at 12 per cent, per amiuin, 
and ill such instalments as aforesaid; and the plaint 

prayed that the sum of Rs. 18,381. 10a., the balance 

claimed to be due, might be awarded and decreed to ^chundej*^ 
be paid froin the properties left by Woomakunt Banner- 
jea, in the deeds mentioned in the instruments, and 
also from the other real and personal properties of 

the Defendants. 

The joint answer of the Respondents, Brojo Chnuder 
Bamierjea and Chuuder Kv}tt Baunerjea stated, that 
the loan of Rs. 15,000, was not paid down in cash on 
the 1st Kanick 1251, but was made up as alleged of 
a sum of Rs. 11,300, the balance of principal and in- 
terest, part of which they submitted was illegal, du<‘ 
from their father, Wooyyiakunt Banner jea, on five several 
bonds, and of the sum of Rs. 3,700, paid him in cash 
on the last-mentioned date; that the execution of the 
lease and sublease was a mere fraudulent contrivance 
to cover the receipt of illegal interest, tlie addition o!. 
the sum of Rs. 12,653. 3a. 6p. being an illegal anti- 
cipation of interest, and the provision as to interest 
on instalments when over due, being a device to 
receive compound interest, and that, therefore,- the 
suit ought to be dismissed, even as regarded the small 
portion of the principal due, with reference to sections 
8 and 9 of Ben. Reg. XV. of 1793; that the De 
fendants had repaid, in respect of the loan, the sum of 
Rs. 17,972. 8a. 8p. for which they held receipts, and a 
further sum of Rs. 700, for which, as they admitted, 
they had no written acknowledgment; that the right 
and interest in the lands mentioned in the instruments 
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of mortgage securities were not liable to be sold by 
auction, or the amount due to be recovered from the 
same, as the Meluih had been alienated. 


The replication denied the statements in the answer, 
and in particular the payments theiein alleged were 
. denied. The replication explained that the sum of 
Rs. 12, 6i)3. 3a, Gp., stated to be the total amount of 
interest, was not interest on the whole principal sum 
of Rs. 15,000, for the whole term of 11 years and 
10 months, but only on the balance from time to time 
to remain outstanding, supposing each instalment M'as 
paid at due date, and that, therefore, if the instalments 
were not duly paid, the provision in the mortgage se- 
cuiities for the paj’ment of interest thereon was just 

and legal, and it was denied that any excess of leval 

• ^ 

inteiest or compound interest had Ijeen received. 


The answer of the other Respondent, Kissen Clmndc^' 
Banuerjea, stated that the amount of the liability of 
Woomakiint Bannerjea, together with illegal interest 
thereon, was determined at Rs. 15,000, and the 
securities were given to cover that sum with interest; 
that as he was then Goniastah of Woomokunt Banner- 
jca, he signed his najiie to the sublease as requested 
Ity him, but that, with this exception, he had no com 
nection with the debt, or with those instruments, and 
was not in possession of the property. 


An account was filed which showed that the balance 
ot Rs. 18,381. 10a., principal money and interest, 
sought to be recovered by the plaint, was OAVing. 
T his account so given in evidence was calculated on 
this principle. The principal money, beginning with 
full amount of the original loan, viz. Rs. 15,000, was 
entered in that account in one column, and simple 
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interest thereon, accruing, under the agreement, at 
the rate -of 12 per cent, per annum, was separately 
entered in another column; and the account showed 
that the sums actually paid from time to time were, 
as received, applied first to the discharge of the in- 
terest accrued due, and, when the amount of any pay- 
ment was large enough to admit of it, which was only 
on two occasions, viz, the 15th Poos, 1251, and 
18th Poos, 12.52, the surplus was applied in reduc- 
tion of the principal. The Defendants filed state- 
ments of account with the object of making it ap- 
pear that illegal interest had been cliarged by the 
Plaintiffs. 

The Plaintiffs filed, as their evidence, the three seve- 
ral instruments forming the mortgage securities herein- 
before mentioned. Ten witnesses also were examined 
by them to prove the loan and actual payments by 
Kishcn Pal Chowdhoorjf of the full sum of Rs. 15,000, 
at the time of the execution of the instruments as 
well as the due execution of the latter by Woomakimt 
Bamerjea and Kishen Chunder Bannerjea respectively, 
and also that promises of pa^nnent of the balance 
claimed by the Appellants to be due had been made by 
the Respondents since Woomaicnnt Bannerjea^ s death. 
The Defendants filed five documents purporting to be 
Bengalee Bonds, and alleged to have been executed 
by W oomakmit Bannerjea, at different dates between 
the 7th of February, 1837, corresponding with the 
26th Maugh, 1243, B.E. and 24th of September, 1844, 
corresponding with the 9th Assin, 1251, B.E., in 
favour of Kishen Pal Chowdhoory, as the lender of 
the moneys therein respectively mentioned, and which 
these alleged Bonds purported to cover, in the whole 
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the aggreprate sum of Rs. 9,700 for principal moneys 
admitted to have been lent, exclusive of interest, 
which was conditioned to be paid, on the principal 
moneys aforesaid, at the rate of 12 per cent, per 
annum. None of these Bonds had been registered. 
They also filed certain other documents, five of which 
purported to be the fudeana^t (yearly receipts), having 
different dates between 17th of March, 1845, corre- 
sponding with 5th Cheyt, 1251, B.E., and 19th of 
March, 1852, corresponding with the 7th Cheyt, 1258, 
B.hl.; and the remaining fifteen documents, purport- 
ing to be the dahMUas (receipts), bearing different 
dales between the 31st of December, 1844, corre- 
sponding vnth the 17th Poos, 1251, B.E., and the 
2nd of January, 1852, corresponding with the 19th 
P 00 . 9 , 1258, B.E. The aggregate amount alleged to 
be covered bv those fifteen documents was Rs. 17.972. 
8a. 8p. 

None of these alleged svleanas and daJchiUas, it 
appeared, were written on stamped paper, but they 
had each been stamped two months subsequent to 
the date on which the plaint was filed. 

Ten witnesses were examined on behalf of the 
% 

Defendants to establish the snleanas and dalJiillas 
filed, and these witnesses were also examined to 
prove that the sum of Rs. 15,000, was not paid in full, 
but that some part of it was made up of illegal in- 
terest charged under a verbal agreement made at 
the time of the alleged execution of the five several 
last-mentioned Bonds, and, as it appeared, directly 
at variance wfth the condition on the face of them, 
which provided for the payment of interest at 12 
per cent, per annum only. 
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The hearing ot' the suit took place helove ;Mr. 
ATemp, the Acting Judge of the Zilhih Court oF 
B(icker(fi(tt^ef into which Court the suit had hccu 
transferred from the Court of the Principal Buddcr 
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The judgment and decree of the Court was pro- uannerjha 
nounced on the 5th of Apyil, 1855; the deciee aftei 
holding that the siileanas and dakhillas were fabri- 
cated, proceeded in these terms: — ‘^The whole diift 
of the defence is to bring the transaction under the 


provisions of sec. 9, Reg. XV. of 1793. These provi- 
sions are very stringent, and, in my opinion, can t)nly 
be enforced where the contract is so covert as to be 
manifestly a device implying trickery. A contract will 
not be bad under either sec. 8 or 9 of the Usury Regu- 


lation, unless there has been a clear attempt to obtain 
on the whole more than the principal, with legal in- 
terest. In the present case there has been no such 
attempt. The principal in this suit, or Co.’s Rs. 15,000, 
is stated by the Defendants to be made up of the aggre- 
gate of sums due to Plaintiffs on five bonds, interest 
thereon, and a cash payment. This is denied by the 
Plaintiffs; but, admitting the statement of the Defen- 
dants to be correct, there is nothing illegal in the trans- 
action. To secure the liquidation of the above sum, 
a Dye Shoodee Ijarah of certain Mehals was granted to 
CJiytumo Kishen Pal by the father of the Defendants, 
Nos. 2 and 3, and the Mehals were again sublet to 
Omakunt Banner jea, the father of the Defendants Nos. 
2 and 3, in the name of the Defendant No. 1. The 
whole of these transactions have been formally regis- 
tered, and are above suspicion. Moreover, they have 
been acted upon by the Defendants, who admit that 
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tliey liave paid rent, according to the terms of the 

suh-lease, from 1251 B.S. to 1259 B.S., amounting 
to no less than Bs. 17,972. 8a. 8p., as per receipts, J 
and Bs. 700 -withont a receipt. The argument of the 
Pleader for the Defendants, that anticipation interest 
has been added to the principal, and that upon the 
aggregate interest on the lapsed instalments has been 
charged, w\]\ not, if proved, bring the transaction 
under the operation of section 9: for, as already ob- 
served, the Plaintiffs have not attempted to obtain on 
the whole more than the principal, with legal interest. 

T.ot ns test this: — the principal is admitted to be Co.’s 
Bs. 15,000, which was borrowed on the 1st Kartick, 
1251, payable by Rrahnn. 1203, B.B.: simple interest 
on the above sum for a period of 11 vears and 10 months 
would he Bs. 21,300, add This to the principal, and 
the result is Co.’s Bs. 30,300. Now, the Kistlyundif 
signed hy the suh-lessee. Defendant, No. 1, and the 
security bond signed bv Omahmf Bomerjen. father of 
the Defendaiits, provides for the pa■^^nent within the 
term of lease, or from KarHcl^., 1251. and Hrahim, 

1203, B.S., of the sum of Bs. 27,653. 3a. 6p.’^ The 

% 

judgmeut then proceeded: — ‘‘T now come to the 
point whether the Plaintiffs are entitled to recover the 
amount of their claim from the property pledged by 
Omaknnt Bannerjea, the father of the Defendants, 2 
and 3, and from any other property, real or personal, 
possessed by the Defendants. I am of opinion that 
they are entitled to recover. In the security bond it 
is stipulated that, until the claim of the Plaintiffs be 
fully satisfied, the property pledged shall not be either 
sold or alienated. A further stipulation is made that 
if this property he not sufficient, all other property, 
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real or personal, belonging to the security and his 
heirs, shall be liable. There now remains to be deter- 
mined to what extent Defendant, No. 1 is liable. This 
party admits that he took a sub-lease from tlie Plain- 
tiffs. on the security of Omahunt Bannerjea, the father 
of the other Defendants. This party may or may not 
be Benamee for Omakunt Banner jea; he admits taking 
the lease, and he must be held to be liable. Holding, 
therefore, that the Plaintiffs’ claim does not come 
under the provisions of sections 8 and 9 of Keg. XV. 
of 1793; that the Defendants liave totally failed to 
prove that they have paid the sums alleged by them; 
and tliat both the property pledged and any or all 
other property possessed by any or all of the Defen- 
dants, is liable to the recovery of the Plaintiffs’ claim, 
it is ordered that the entire claim of Plaintiffs, with 
interest from date of suit to date of final recovery, 
and all costs with interest from thi.s date to date of 
recovery, be decreed against all tlie Defendants. Let 
the amount of this decree be recovered from the pio- 
perty pledged and from any other property of the 
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The Defendants appealed from this decree to the 
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut at Calcutta. 

The appeal was heard before Messrs. Raikes, 
Patton, and Sconce, Judges of that Court, and by a 
decree of the Court, they declared as follows: — 
“The first issue which we have to hear and decide 
is, that the transaction founded upon, is an attempt 
to elude the rule laid down in Reg. XV. of 1793, 
whereby greater interest than 12 per cent, per 
annum is prohibited, and that, under section 9 of 
that law, the suit should be di.smissed. Baboo 
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Ramaptrshad Roy, (the Pleader for Respondents), 
said, that in tliis case there was no device to 
lake excessive and illegal interest, that is a mere 
matter of calculation. The Judge, whose decision is 
now before us, says also that there has been no 
attempt to obtain, on the whole, more than the 
principal due, with legal interest. To test this, he 
assumes that simple interest for 11 years and 10 
months on Rs. 15,000, would be Rs. 21,300; and he 
contrasts with that Plaintiffs’ claim for interest, 
Rs. 12,653. 3a. 6p. But the I^laintifPs demand much 
more than that. They demand not merely the 
simple interest of Rs. 12,653. 3a. 6p., but, consoli- 
dating this with the principal and making one item 
of Rs. 27,653. 3a. 6p., they claim interest on that 
from the date of each instalment to the date of liqui- 
dation. To show the extent of the Plaintitfs’ claim, 
an account has been taken in this Court. Plaintiffs, 
in this suit, do not bring their claim for arrears later 
than tlie year 1250, in which the suit was instituted; 
but, for the sake of completeness, we have had an 
account taken to the final date of liquidation pro- 
vided in the lease — viz. Sawan, 1263; and from this 
we find that, while simple interest on Rs. 15,000, 
from Kartick, 1251, to Sawan, 1263, amounts to 
Rs. 21,150, the compound interest which the Plain- 
tiffs have stipulated should be paid to them amounts 
to Rs. 32,432 — that is, first, we have the item of 
Rs. 12,653. 3a. 6p., and, next, the item of 
Rs. 19,778. 12a. 6p., which, upon all the instal- 
ments of Rs. 27,653. 3a. 6p., being unpaid, it is 
provided should be paid till liquidation. This is 
exactly the suit which the Plaintiffs now seek to give 
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effect to. PlaintiiTs stop at Phagoou, 1259; but, it' 
instead of that date, they liad sued at tlie close of anund- 

1 ^ AAA MOHuN 

Sawun, 1263, upon a principal debt of Ks. l.),0(K), pal 
they would have claimed on their deed, interest DHOORY 
amounting to Rs. 32,432. in the suit before ns, ^ishen 
P laintiffs represent the principal debt due to the 

13th Pons, 1259, to be Rs. 19,722, and upon that 
they claim also interest to the same date, amounting 
to Rs. 6,057. 12a. 7p. Now this last item is calcu- 
lated at 12 per cent., and the first item, called 

principal, comprises only a portion of the original 
debt, for Rs. 15,000; while all the balance of that 
sum of Rs. 19,722 is also interest. Not only so, tin 
Plaintiffs admit the receipt of Rs. 7,358. 12a. 6p., 

of which they apportion Rs. 5,376. 2a. 3p. to prin- 
cipal (meaning thereby both the original debt of 

Rs. 15,000 and the interest of Rs. 12,653. 3a. 6p. 
consolidated therewith), and Rs. 2,022. 9a. 9p. to 

subsequent interest. That this is the exact character 
of the suit, is no matter of opinion — it is a matter 
of fact and figures: the transaction which Plaintiffs 
entered into was clearly a transaction intended to 
evade the law, and we have no alternative under the 
law but to dismiss the suit. The Pleader, Baboo Rama- 
pershad Roy, has desired to bring the case within the 
provisions of sec. 7, Reg. XV. of 1793, as if it were 
a case of adjusted accounts, in which a new engage- 
ment had been taken for the aggregate amount of 
the principal and legal interest remaining due at the 
date of the adjustment. The present case is of a 
totally different character — that is, the whole interest 
set forth was prospective interest, and the engage- 
ment was, that it should be levied by a double cal- 
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i 860 , culation, which we find to largely exceed in amount 
ANUND the rate allowed by law. We reverse the judgment 
“p of the Lower Court, and dismiss the suit with costs. 

uHooRY Appellants, agreeably to the account pre- 

pared by the Khurchanuvees, receive from the 

Iv 1 S ii S N 

CHUNDER Plaintiffs (Respondents) costs of this Court, together 
with interest trom tins dale up to the date of realiza- 
tion; and, for the costs of the Zillah Court, let 
them present a petition there, when the necessary 
order will be passed in regard to the same, in 
accordance with the orders contained in the Circular 
Order, dated the 4th of March, 183G. 

The appeal was from this decree. No appear- 
ances having been put in for the Respondents the 
appeal was heard e.r parte. 

Air. R. Palmer, Q.C., and Air. Leith, for the 
Appellants. 

This is a security in the ordinary form in Bengal. 
There was no stipulation for usurious interest in the 
contract, or any condition that the borrower should 
pay compound interest on the loan. [Lord Kings- 
doivn: It is like the purchase of an annuity payable 
by instalments.] The suit ought not to have been 
dismissed under the eighth and ninth sections of Ben. 
Reg. XV. of 1793, as the particulars of the trans- 
action of loan were fullyf openly, and truthfully set 
forth on the face of the three registered instruments 
securing the repayment of the loan. It is clear that 
the execution of these instruments ought not to have 
been considered and treated as a device within the 
meaning of the 9th section to elude the rules as to 
interest prescribed by that Regulation. Khedoo Lai 
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Khatri v. Ruttan Kliatri (a), Bahoo Sheosuhyee Lai v. 

Bahoo Ubheelakh (&), Sheikh Uzhur Ali v. Paluk Shev 
Lai (o). The case of Wise v. Kishenkaomar Bous{d), is 
distinguishable. That was a shift for usury. The docu- 
ments were intended to cover a usurious contract. If it 
was a penalty to pay interest on the non-payment of chuwuer 
the instalments the penalty was either good or bad in 
law; if the former, no question could arise, on the 
other hand, such penalty, if bad, w'as distinct from 
the contract, as shown by these instruments. [Lord 
Chelmsford : If the Respondents had appeared then 
the whole question of the alleged receipts could have 
been gone into.] But the decree* of the Sudder 
Dewanny Adawlut only finds that compound interest 
was stipulated for by the parties; and, admitting, for 
the sake of argument only, that such was necessarily 
the construction to be put upon these instruments, 
yet, we contend, that the Court ought merely to have 
disallowed by their decree such compound interest, 
as is especially provided for by sec. 7 of the Regu- 
lation in question. Lastly, we submit, that sections 
4, 7, 8, and 9 of Ben. Reg, XV. of 1793, ought to be 
read and considered together; and we contend that 
there is nothing contained in these sections, or in 
any other part of that Regulation, to deprive the 
Appellants of their remedy, and, as the Zillah Court 
held, that they are entitled to a decree for payment 
to them of the sum sought in the plaint to be re- 
covered, which sum was shown to be less than the 
amount of principal money then due in respect of 

(a) 5 Ben. Sud. Dew. Adaw. Reps. 10. 

(b) 11 Ben. Sud. Dew. Adaw. Reps. 872. 

(c) 10 Ben. Sud. Dew. Adaw. Reps. 459. 

(d) 4 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 201. 
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the original loan, together with simple legal interest 
thereon. 

The Right Hon. Lord Chelmsford: 

Their Lordships are of opinion, that the decree of 
the Sudder Dewanny Court ought to be reversed, and 
the decree of the Z'dlah Court affirmt'd, with costs of 
the Courts below and of llio appeal. 
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Moonshee Buzul-itt^-Ratiekm ' - Appellant, 

AND 

Luteefut-oon-Nissa .... Bespondent.^ 


On appeal from the Sudder Dewanny Adawliit at 

Calcutta. 


Mahomedan Law — Divorce — Forms and incidents of — Bight of wife 
to dower — Deed obtained by duress — Validity. 

Provision is made by the Mahomedan law for divoree in either of the 
two forms. First, Talak, and secondly, Khoola. 

A divorce by Talah is the mere arbitrary aet of the husband, who 
may repudiate his wife with, or without cause, but in a divorce of that 
kind the husband is liable to repay dyn-mohr, or the wife's dower, and 

Semble, also to give up her jewels and paraphernalia. 

A Khoola divorce is with the consent and at the instance of the wife, 
for which she gives a consideration to her husband for release of the 
marriage tie. 

Non-payment of the consideration-money by the wife does not in- 
validate such a divorce. 

1 

Divorce by Talak is not complete and irrevocable by the single de- 
claration of the husband, but a Khoola divorce is at once complete and 
irrevocable from the moment the husband repudiates the wife and a 
separation takes place. 

This suit was brought by the Respondent against 
the Appellant to recover dyn-mohr (marriage gift), 

•present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon. Lord KingsdoWn, the Right Hon. the Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. the 
Lord Justice Turner. 

AeaeMSor , — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel. 

D D 


17th & 18th 
June, 1861. 
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Suit by divorced wife against her husband to recover her dyn- 
mohr on 'the allegation that her husband had dissolved the marriage 
“by divorcing her,” and had obtained from her by force and duresse 
two instruments, first an Ib-mnamah, or release of her dyii-mohr, and 
secondly, a Khoolanamah, or deed securing her husband the stipulated 
consideration to be paid by a wife in a case of Klioola divorce. In his 
answer, the husband denied that a Talal: divorce had taken place, and 
in order to bar her claim to dower upon that form of divorce set up the 
Ibranamah and Khoolanain<ih. Held, 

First, that as it appeared from the evidence that the deeds were ob- 
tained by force and duresse, they could not be supported; and. 

Secondly, that upon the admission in the answer of a divorce it must 
he presumed as a fact, that a divorce of some kind bad taken place, 
and that in the circumstances it was a Talak and not a Khoola divorce, 
according to which the divorced wife uas entitled to recover her dyn-mohr. 


secured by Kaheenamah (deed of marriage settlement), 
by reason of the divorce of the Respondent from the 
Appellant. 

It appeared from the evidence, in the year 1842, 
the Appellant, a Mahomedan, married the Respondent. 
On that occasion a marriage settlement was executed, 
by which the Appellant settled on the Respondent, 
by way of dowfu* (moAr), Rs. 10,000 and 1,000, gold 
mohvrs. That in the early part of the year 1847, 
the Appellant also married one Shnmsoomssa, a rich 
widow. From that time the Appellant did every- 
thing he could to get rid of the Respondent; treating 
her with great harshness, refusing to permit her to see 
rier mother, doiiying her food and clothing adequate 
to her statioi... in the hope of inducing her to 
ask for a divorce, by which she would forfeit her right 
in respect of her doArcu’, and to force her to leturn 
the marriage settlement, which was at this time 
deposited with her mother for safe custody. The 
Respondent complained to her mother of the treat- 
ment she met witli from her husband, and begged her 
to return the marriage settlement to him. In conse- 
quence of these complaints her mother, in the 
year.s 1848, 1849, and 1850 filed petitions in the 
f'onjdary Court, complaining of the treatment to 
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which her daughter was subjected at the hands 
of the Appellant, and praying the interference of moonshke 
the Court. Under one of these petitions, she ob- kaheem 
tained an order on the Appellant to allow her to luteeeut- 
see her daughter. At the intei-view which en- 
sued, the Appellant, who was present, said to the 
mother, “I have divorced her (the Respondent); you 
give up the paper and take away your daughter.'’ 

The mother refused at this time to give up the mar- 
riage settlement; but subsequently, no redress having 
been obtained by the jietitions, on the 24th of Au(fu:s1, 

1850, hearing from her daughter that her condition 
was becoming more miserable, she sent that docu- 
ment to the Appellant. Having obtained t!ie deed, 
the Appellant compelled the Respondent to execute 
an IhrantunaJi and a deed of divorce, after which he 
turned her out of his house at midnight m a state of 

insensibility. 

In conscfiueuco of Ibis treatment the RespondeiP. 
on the 7th of Septcmh^r. 1850, bled a petition m the 
Foxiidcrn} for the production of the deed ot 

divorce and other documents. This pct-.lion was dis- 
missed, on the ground that tlie Foujdary Court had 
no power to make an Order as to their genuineness. 

Wheroupo)i the Respondent filed a plaint in 
forma pauperis, in the Zillah Court of Twcntj 
four Perrjuiinahs, against the Appellant, in which 
the alleged that the Appellant had dissolved the 
marriage by divorcing her, and she further stated 
that two instruments by which she was alleged to 
have given up her dyn-mohr were obtained from 
her by fraud and duresse, and by the plront 
sought to recover her dower of Rs, 10,000, and 
1,000, gold jnohurs, valued at Rs. 16,000, making 

in the aggregate Rs. 26,000. 

D D 2 . 
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The Appellant by his answer, denied that he had 
divorced the Respondent by Talak, that she left his 
house, having subsistence money of her iddit; and 
alleged that she had executed an Ihranamah, and 
had thereby released him from all claims in respect of 
her dower; and that, on the 24th of August, 1850, 
she had given him a Khoola and executed a Khoola- 
uamaii, by which the claim sought to be enforced by 
the plaint was barred. 

The Respondent, in her replication asserted that 
the Ihranamah set up by the answer was a fabrication, 
and that the execution of the Klioolanamali had been 
obtained by duresse, and she contended, that the 
Appellant by pleading a Khoola divorce had admitted 
the existence of a divorce, whicli was Talak. 

By a proceeding of the Court, under sec. 10, Ben. 
Reg. xxvi. of 1814, the following issues were fixed: — • 
On the perusal of the pleadings the chief points in 
dispute are these: First, had the Defendant divorced 
the female Plaintiff or not? Second, had the femaie 
Plaintiff, relinquishing her claim to the Kaheen, ext- 
ciited or not the Ihranamah of the 4th of Bgsack, 
1254, and the Khoolanamah of the 9th Bhadro,V2K!^. 
On the perusal of the replication, and the issues on 
merits, the issues on law are these Although the 
divorce of the Defendant, and the execution of the 
Ahoolanamah by tJie female Plaintiff be not proved, 
still the Defendant states that he obtained the Khoola- 
vamah. Now, according to Mahomedan law, is it 
tenable or not as claimed by the female Plaintiff ? 

Evidence was entered into by both parties, and in 
support of the plea of the alleged Ihranamah, an instru- 
ment was put in by the Defendant, purporting to have 
been executed by the Plaintiff. This instrument, after 
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reciting that the Plaintiff had for a long time been ^ 
passing her days in the greatest happiness and pleasure 
as a wife, and that her husband had in every way kaheem 
shown his love and affection towards her, went on to hjtf.efut- 
exonerate him from all liability in respect of her mar- oon-nissa. 

riage portion, whatever the amount might be. It 
purported to be witnessed by nine persons, of whom 
only one, Ahined Host^iu, was called as a witness, and 
he admitted that he himself did not see the document 
signed by the Plaintiff, but stated that he recognized 
her bv her voice from behind a [juvddh (screen). In 
support of the Khoolanamah, six witnesses were exa- 
mined by the Defendant, of whom two only, Synd 
Mahommnd and Syud Alice (Ameen of the Defendant’s 
Ahtdris?a), deposed to having seen the Plaintiff exe- 
cute it. Syud Mahommud, however, admitted that he 
did not know whether the Plaintiff signed it volun- 
tarily or not, and both witnesses were confradicted 
as to the circumstances of the execution by the state- 
ment contained in the Khoolanamah. 

The Court directed a Futiva by the Mahoniedan Law 
Officer attached to the Court. 

The case submitted to the Moulvic and his 
Futiva thereon, was as ioWow^:—" Latcefut-oon- 
uissa Becbee claims her dyn-mohr money, stating 
that Moonvhee Buzul-ul-Raheem married her on a 
dyii-ntohr of the sum of Rs. 10,000, and 1,000, 
gold mohurs, and consummated the marriage, and 
they lived as husband and wife. Afterwards he, 
without fault, and without her pleasure, divorced 
her from himself. Therefore, she prefers the claim 
to the dyn-mohr. Moonshee Buzul-ul-Raheem states 
that he did not divorce her, and did not declare 
that he had divorced her; but that she had given 
him a Khoola, and executed a Khoolanamah ac- 
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coidingly. The wife says that the allegation of the 
MoonsJiee aforesaid, to the etfect that he got a Khoola, 
is, conformably to Mahoniedaii law, a proof of the 
divorce. Under these circumstances, if the TalaJc 
and Khoolanamah aforesaid are not established, still is 
the Moonshee liable by Mahoniedan law for the dyn~ 
mohr on his own allegation that he had received a 
Khoolanamahf^^—^^ An&wev.—ThQ husband’s state- 
ment of the Khoola taking place, and of the wife’s 
denial of it, are of two kinds ; First, the man 
claims Khoola in this manner, viz. ‘ 1 have 
entered into a Khoola with my wife in lieu of 
BO much property, and she has voluntarily agreed 
to it; I am, therefore, entitled to that much of the 
property.’ The wife denies the Khoola, and the 
man is unable to adduce proof of his claim. Under 
these circumstances, there shall be a divorce inferred 
in consequence of the husband’s admission, but the 
claim to tlie property, that is to say, in lieu of the 
Khoola, shall remain as it was, that is to say, it shall 
not be proved without the wife’s admission, or testi- 
mony of witnesses; because the claim is based on 
two things; one, Talak, which is to be proved by the 
admission of the husband, since he is competent to 
make the divorce, and it does not depend on the 
acknowledgment of the wife; and the other is the 
wife’s liability to payment of the property in lieu of 
Khoola, which cannot be proved unless the wife has 
agreed to it. The wife’s agreement, however, is proved 
either by her own admission, or by evidence of wit- 
nesses. The second kind is this : the wife claims 
from llie beginning, saying, ‘My husband has divorced 
me after consummation of the marriage; I am, there- 
fore,. fully entitled to the whole mohr and iddit allow- 
ance.’ The husband in answer, in order to repel the 
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claim to mohr and iddit allowance, alleges execution 
of the Khoola, stating that ‘The wife lias given me a 
Khoola; my liability to her claim of the mohr and iddit kahekm 
allowance is extinct.’ This second kind conforms to luieffut- 

, . , 1 • OON'NISSA. 

the question. The divorce on which the wite claims 
her dyn-mohr is irreversible divorce, and carries with 
it no property. This divorce, however, if proved, 
obliges the husband to pay the entire mohr and iddit 
allowance. The divorce which is dependent on the 
Khoola, which the man alleges is quite a different one, 
and this divorce, if proved, extinguishes the nm/n-, as 
also the stipulation for the iddit allowance. Under 
these circumstances the allegation of Khoola which the 
man makes can never be admission of or submission 
to the divorce alleged by the wife. So, if the wife s 
allegation be proved, the husband shall be fully liable 
for payment of the mohr and iddit allowance; and if 
the husband’s allegation be proved, in that case the 
entire mohr and nnflca (maintenance) to which he was 
liable will become extinct. Tf the allegation of neither 
be proved, then the mohr shall remain in force as 
it was, that is to say, it will not be extinguished. 

The difference between the two kinds is, that in the 
first kind the husband claims the Khoola; and the 
object of his alleging the Khoola is to claim the pio- 
perty in lieu of which divorce is made, and the wife 
denies this. Since the Khoola is the same as that of 
an irreversible divorce, and, as the husband is compe- 
tent to give a divorce, therefore, divorce, according to 
his admission, is established; but as the wife’s liability 
to give property cannot be proved without her consent 
and acknowledgment, therefore, proof of the wife’s 
liability depends entirely upon her own admission or 
evidence of witnesses. And, in the second kind, the 
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wipe claims ntohr and iddit allowance against her lius- 
hand on the ground of divorce being effected without 
]jropert\', a»id the luisband denies the claim, and in 
order to render void the wife’s claim, alleges that she, 
of her own accord, lias relinqiiished the marriage and 
extinguished it, and mentioned this relinquishment as 
being the KhooJa. Under this circumstance, although 
the Iiusband apparently claims the Khoola, yet she 
is the Defendant, and denies it; for the object of 
the Khoola is merely to rebut the claim of the mohrj 
aixl not to prove any property due by the wife, nor to 


prove the divorce whicli is included in tlie Khoola. 
The allegation of this Khoola can never prove the 
wife’s claim, which I’ests on the Talah without property, 
if the wife’s claim, founded on divorce without pro- 
perty, is not proved, and if the husband’s allegations 
of Khoola effected in lieu of property be not also 
proved. Ju that case, the wife’s claim of (lyu-mohr 
shall continue in force as before, and the husband’s 
allegation of Khoola shall bo extinct. As proof of 
divorce depends on Khoola being made, and as it is 
unnecessary for the husband to prove the divorce, 
and as be is not also required to prove the Khoola, 
his object being to rebut the claim to the mohr, there- 
fore, Avhen Khoola, whicli is the chief thing, is not 
proved, then Talah, which is a branch of it, and is not 
the object sought for, shall not be established, because 
neither the husband nor wife claims this divorce. 
When divorce is not proved, in that case the liability 
of payment of the whole mohr and also the iddit 
allowance on the divorce, shall also not be esta- 
blished.” 


I’he cause was heard by the Principal Sxidder Arneen, 
{Bahoo Lokenath Bose) who by his judgment found that 
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the Respondent had failed to prove a simple divorce 
{Talah). With regard to the Klioolanamah and Jhra- 
namaliy that Judge observed that ‘‘after a consideration 
of all the facts of the case, the Court is convinced 
that the Defendant having received intelligence that 
Shnmsoonissa aforesaid was desirous of entering into 
nicka, and having observed the prospects of her 
wealth, made known his proposals, when Slinmsioomssa 
pleaded that he had a wife, that Defendant having ob- 
tained her consent by promising to forsake his wife, 
afterwards entered upon some oath in her presence 
regarding a divorce, and was yet under fear lest he 
should be bound to pay the marriage portion. On 
this account, having prepared an Ihranamah at the 
time he became at ease and married; that being 
unable to treat the female Plaintiff as his wife, he 
consented to give her a divorce, but subsequently a 
discrepancy of names was known to exist in the Jhra- 
namali; that the sight of the rival wife being painful, 
Shmusoonissa aforesaid urged the Defendant to turn 
her out, but the Defendant had purposed to do so 
Avithout risk, that is to say, he desired to got back 
the Kaheenamah, and have a Khoohniamah written out; 
that as there Avore no moans of doing so easily ho 
began to torment her gradually, and make her pine 
under anxiety; that having obliged her mother to 
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return the Kaheenamah, lie got up a fictitious assembly 


and invited all great men, and having acted appa- 
rently in conformity with ^lahomedan law, induced 
the female Plaintiff to sign, and turned her out of the 
house at twelve o’clock at night.” The Court further 
decided, that the Khoolanamah and Ibranamah had not 
been established; and, Avith regard to the issue in law, 
the' Court held, that the Appellant having pleaded a 
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Khoola, the Respondent was exonerated from proving 
a Tulak, and ordered tlie Appellant to pay the amount 
of the Respondent’s claim, with interest from the date 
of the decree up to that of its liquidation. 

From this decision the Appellant appealed to the 
Sudder Detraitiiij Adaivhti at Calcutta. 

In liis reasons of appeal, the Appellant insisted that 
the finding of the Court against the Khoolanamali was 
erroneous, and urged that the Principal Sudder Ameen 
had illegally rejected the Fntwa of the Moidvie, although 
tlie opinion agreed with the Hedaija and other autho- 
rities in Maliomedan law. The Appellant also urged, 
I hat inasmuch as the Talak divorce by the Appel- 
lant, which was relied on by the Respondent, 
was not proved by the evidence, and as to the 
Khoola and Khoolanamah set up by him was also at 
the same time declared not to have been proved, 
the Court could not legally decree to the Respon- 
dent for the amount of the niohr, which was only 
recoverable on an actual dissolution of the marriage 
according to ^[ahomedan law being proved, or on 
proof of the deatli of either of the parties. 

* 

The Sadder Dewanny Adaa lnt ordered that a Futiva 
should be given by the Maliomedan Law Officer 
of that Court, on the following case submitted to 
him: — ‘‘The wife sues her husband on allegation of a 
divorce for her dyn-niolir (the marriage portion due), 
and the husband denying the divorce, in order to bar 
the marriage portion, pleads a Khoola from his wife. 
By the Mahomedan law, an irreversible divorce is not 
established, nor is the Khoola of the wife. Under 
these circumstances, is the mere allegation of Khoola 
pleaded by the husband a real divorce sustainable or 
not; and is the wife entitled to claim the whole of the 


ON APPEAL PROM THE EAST INDIES. 


589 


marriage portion, the same as would have been the 
case on uroof of the divorce given on ihe part of the moonshee 
husband r’ The Initird given was as tollows: — 11 kaheem 
the case be such as stated, then, by the mere allegation | 
of Khoola on the part of the husband, which is tanta- oon-nissa 

mount to a relinquishment of property, the divorce of 
his wife will be fully established, and the wife will be 
entitled to demand the whole of the dijn-mohr as in 
the case of a divorce by the husband being prov(‘d. 

The following authorities were referred to by the 
Moulvie in support of the Futwa : — The Fosool 
Emaridee, pii. 279, 481 (Calcutta Edit.); The DoorooC 
mokhtar ^and Tahtanee, pp. 190-1 (Egypt. Edit.). 

The hearing of the appeal by the Sudder Court 
took place before Abercrombie Dick, JOsq., Henry 
T. Raikes, Esq., and James Hardwicke Patton, Esq., 
the Judges of that Court. 

The question as to the efft'Ct of pleading Khoola by 
the Appellant was first argued and disposed of by tlie 
Court. The material part of the judgment upon 
that point was in these terms “The question 
before the Court is, whether the mere pleading of a 
Khoola in defence, and inaliility to prove it, entitles the 
Plaintiff to claim immediate payment of dower, not- 
withstanding she has failed to prove such a divorce by 
her husband as would have entitled her. We are of 
opinion, that as Defendant has rested his delence on the 
Jbranamah and Khoolanamah it has that effect. The 
plea to exempt fi'om payment of dower in virtue of a 
Khoolanamah is an admission of such a divorce (that is, 
an irreversible divorce) as entitles a wife to claim im- 
mediate payment of dower; and the release from such 
liability is dependent on proof of the truth of the 
Khoolanamah and the Ihrannmah , the burden of which 
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The evidence in support of the two instruments, the 
Jbranamah and Klioohnuunah was then investigated, 
when the Court finally decreed as follows; — “We are 
of opinion, after a careful consideration of the evidence 
adduced, and the circumstantial facts on record in the 
case, that the evidence for the genuineness of the 
I hraiKimah is utterly defective. Only one witness out 
of sev(‘n or eight has been produced to testify to it. It 
jmrports to liave been executed by Plaintiff under the 
name of Wozernf-ooii^nissa, a name she deckires she 
never bore, and tliere is no proof that she, Plaintiff, 
was so called. It sets forth that it was given out of 
love and affection for her liusliand, yet it bears the 



declared she would not enter his house until Plaintiff 
was turned out of doors. In short, the terms of the 
deed, with the reasons for giving it, are altogether irre- 
concileable with the notorious conduct of the husband 
to the donor, and the known facts opposed to it. The 
recital of it in the Khoolanamah by no means proves its 
due execution. The Khoolanamah is certainly proved 
to have been witnessed according to forms prevalent 
among Mahomedans of rank; but there is a remark- 
able want of care evident on the part of the respect- 
able witnesses who have testified to it, to ascertain 
that the act of the lady was free and unrestrained. 
Finally, the recorded fact that no fewer than six com- 
plaints of ill treatment by her husband had been pre- 
sented to the Magistrate by the Plaintiff, from the date 
of the alleged Ihranamah and the marriage with the 
second wife to the date of Plaintiff giving up her Ka- 
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to, to satisfy the Court that the execution ot tJie kameem 
Khoolanamah was not a voluntary unrestrained act. 

It is, therefore, a nullity.” The Sudder Court by oon-nissa. 

their decree dismissed the appeal with costs. 

The present appeal was from this decree. 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. Leith, for the 
Appellant. 

First. By the Mahomedau law a divorce may be 
obtained in two ways; in the first instance, by a form 
called Talak, and secondly, by what is called Khoola. 

Hedaya, Bk. IV. ch. ii. p. 213; ib, ch. viii. pp. 314 — 

15. These forms are well known in India. The 
first is an absolute divorce, at the instance of the 
husband, without any misbehaviour on the part of 
the wife, or without assigning any cause. A Talak 
divorce entitles the divorced wife to have returned 
her marriage portion. Macnayhten ‘*On Moohumma- 
dan Law,’' ch. vii. pi. 24, p. 58. It is not so in the 
second form, which is * a conditional divorce. By 
the Khoola form the wife is at liberty, with her 
husband’s consent, to purchase from him her freedom 
from the bonds of marriage. Macnaghten “On Moo- 
hummadan Law,” ch. vii. pi. 28, p. 60. Maxilvi 
Abdul Wahab v. Mussnmat Hingu (a). The Koran, 
ch. ii. p. 28 (Rdit. 1858), lays it down in express 
terms that the “wife shall redeem herself,” and by 
releasing parts with her dower. Now, we contend, that 
as the suit was brought by the Respondent to recover 
her marriage portion secured by deed, the onus of prov- 
ing the validity of the alleged Talak divorce was clearly 
upon the Respondent. The decrees of the Courts in 
India have rightly held that she had failed to prove a 

(a) 5 Ben. Sutl. Dew. Rep. 2G0. 
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i.uTEEEuT- effect, the Court decree her dyn-mohr 

ooN-NissA. jjg if g}jg proved her alleged Talak divorce. 

Secondly. We submit that the Khoolanamdh is suffi- 
ciently proved. Khoola is only an offer of divorce on 
certain terms. The Khoolanamah is the written con- 
tract between the parties for a conditional divorce, 
desired and to be purchased upon certain conditions 
l)y the wife. The inconsistency of the decree appealed 
from is this, that the Courts have found that this deed, 
although pleaded by the Appellant, but not proved, 
yet is to be taken as evidence of a Talak, or absolute 
and unconditional divoi’ce. Now, if the Khoolanamah 
is not proved, there is but one alternative, which is, 
that there was no divorce at all. In the pleadings 
the Respondent pleads that her husband divorced 
her; in the answer that is denied by the Appellant, 
who pleads that she gave him Khoola, which aver- 
ment of a fact is reasonable, the second marriage 
being the inducement for the divorce by Khoola. 
There is no authority to be found in the Mahomedan 
law to show that a Khoolanamah, per se, is a divorce. 
Man and wife living separately does not without evi- 
dence of a divorce constitute a divorce. Noorunissa 
Begum v. Nawah Syed Mohsin Allee Khan Baha~ 
door (a). The Futwa of tlie Law Officer of the Zillah 
Court was right (&), and the decrees of the Courts 
below ought to have been conformable to it. 

Lastly. By the admission of the Respondent and 
the evidence, the execution by her of the Ihranamah 
and Khoolanamah were proved. She entirely failed to 
^ prove her plea of duresse, or that she had been coerced 

by the Appellant to execute those deeds. 

(«) 7 Ben. Sud. Dew. Adaw. Reps. 40. (6) Ante, 386. 
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At the conclusion of the Appellant’s argument, 

The Right Hon. Lord Kinosdowj!. 

^ Observed, that their Lordships were agreed that the 
deeds relied upon by the Appellant could not be sup- 
ported, and directed the Respondent’s Counsel to 
confine themselves to the question, whether there was 
anything in the pleadings, or otherwise, not of the 
Khoolanamah, from which the Court could find that a 
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divorce had taken place. 


Mr. Lloyd, Q. C., and Mr. L. W. Cave, for the 
Respondent. 

A Khoola divorce is irrevocable, according to the 
opinion of the Moulvie of the Court below, and not 
conditional, as contended by the Appellant’s Counsel. 
The Hedaya, Bk. IV. ch. viii. p. 316. in this case the 
circumstances show that the divoi'ce was 1 (iluk at the 
instance of the husband, and not of the wife. With 
respect to the pleadings we contend that all that the 
Respondent pleaded in her plaint was that her hus- 
band had divorced her. The general averment of 
such a fact is compatible with a Talak divorce. The 
Hedaya, Bk. IV. ch. ii. p. 213. The Appellant 
having by his answer pleaded a special divorce, or 
Khoola, at -the request of his wife, he must be deemed 
to admit the fact and condition of a divorce, which 
relieves the Respondent from the necessity of prov- 
ing a simple divorce; the consequence, therefore, is, 
that the Appellant having failed to prove the Khoola 
divorce, is liable to the demand for dower as upon 
a Talak divorce, for it cannot be denied that a divorce 
has taken place. The futwa (a) of the Moulvie of the 
Sudder (-ourt supports this construction. 


(a) Sec Ante, p. 389. 
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i«6i. Judgment was postponed and now delivered by 
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The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown. 

This suit was instituted in the Civil Court of the 
Twenty-four Pergimnahs by the Respondent, Luteefnt- 
oon-Nissa, suing as a pauper against the Appellant, 
Moonshee Buzul-ul-RaJieem, to whom she had been 
married, to recover her dyn-mohr, consisting of the 
sum of Rs. 10,000 and of 1,000, gold ynohurs valued 
at Rs. 16,000, amounting together to Rs, 26,000. 


This sum was payable by the Appellant to the 
Respondent in the event of the dissolution of the 
marriage, and she alleged in her plaint that the 
Appellant had dissolved the marriage by divorcing 
her. She further stated, that two instruments by 
which she was alleged to have given up her dyn-mohr 
had been obtained from her by the force or fraud 
of the Appellant, and were of no avail to bar her 
rights. 


The Appellant, in his answer, denied the divorce as 
stated by the Respondent, but alleged that two in- 
struments, one a Khoolana7nah, had been executed by 
her, by which she released her dyn-mohr, and which 
deeds he insisted were binding upon her. 

The Zillah Judge was of opinion, that no divorce 
except by Khoola had been proved by the Respond- 
ent, but he held that the plea of the Appellant ad- 
mitted a divorce by Khoola, and that the instru- 
ments set up by him as containing a release of the 
dyn-mohr were fraudulent and void, and that, there- 
fore, the marriage being dissolved, the Respondent 
was entitled to recover her claim, and he decreed 
accordingly. 

This decision by the Zillah Court was confirmed 
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by the Sudder^ and from the order of the Stidder the 
present appeal is brought. 

Upon the facts, we think, that there is little doubt. 
The question is mainly one of Mahoinedan law, and 
we should not lightly in such a case disturb the con- 
current decision of two Courts. But we are quite 
satisfied that the decision is conformable both to law 
and to justice. 

It appears that by the Mahomedan law divorce may 
be made in either of two forms; Talak or Khoola. 
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A divorce by Talak is the mere arbitrary act of the 
husband, who may repudiate his wife at his own plea- 
sure, with or without cause. But if he adopts that 
course he is liable to repay her dowry, or dyn-mohr, 
and, as it seems, to give up any jewels or parapher- 
nalia belonging to her. 

A divorce by Khoola is a divorce with the consent, 
and at the instance of the wife, in which she gives or 
agrees to give a consideration to the husband for her 
release from the marriage tie, in such a case the terms 
of the" bargain are matter of arrangement between 
the husband and wife, and the wife may, as the con- 
sideration, release her dyn-mohr and other rights, or 
make any other agreement for the benefit of tlio 

husband. 

It seems, that according to existing usage, a divorce 
by Talak is not complete and irrevocable by a single 
declaration of the husband: but a divorce by Khoola 
is at once complete and irrevocable from the moment 
when the husband repudiates the wife and the separa- 
tion takes place. In these particulars the two modes 
of divorce differ. 

But there is one condition which attends every 
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divorce, in whichever way it takes place, namely, that 
the wife is to remain in seclusion for a period of some 
months after the divorce, in order that it may be seen 
whether she is pregnant by her husband, and she is 
entitled to a sum of money from her husband, called 
her iddit, for her maintenance during this period. 


At the hearing of tliis case, two points were made 
by the Appellant’s Counsel. They insisted, first, that 
the instruments releasing the Respondent’s claim 
under her settlement were valid; and, secondly, that 
if the Khoolanamah executed by the wife were laid 
out of the case, there was no evidence at all of 
divorce, and then the marriage was not shown to be 
dissolved; that the Respondent could not approbate 
and reprobate the same deed — insist tliat it was good 
for the purpose of establishing a divorce, and bad for 
the purpose of securing to the husband the price 
which he was to receive for consenting to it. 

This objection, however plausible, is founded on a 
misconception of tlie real nature of the divorce. 
The divorce is the sole act of the husband, 'though 
granted at the instance of the wife, and purchased by 
her. The Khoolanamah is a deed securing to the hus- 
band the stipulated consideration, but it does not 
constitute the divorce. It assumes it, and is founded 
upon it. The divorce is created by the husband’s 
repudiation of the wife, and the consequent separa- 
tion. The law might have proyided that non-pay- 
ment of the consideration should invalidate the 
divorce, but it is clear, as well from the opinion of 
the Law Officers of the Indian Courts, as from the 
authorities cited at our Bar, that the law is otherwise. 

The non-payment by the wife of the consideration 
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for the divorce no more invalidates the divorce than 
ill England the non-payment of the wife’s marriage 
portion invalidates the marriage. 

In this case the husband, while denying a divorce 
by Talah, not only did not deny but set up a divorce 
by Khoola. He alleged distinctly, in his answer, that 
the Respondent took from him a Furnckuttee (which 
is a deed of divorcement), that she took from him 
also the subsistence money of her iddit, and gave 
him a receipt for it, and that she then quitted his 
house with the assent and under the care of her 
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mother. 


That a divorce, therefore, had taken place, was 
the common case of both parties, and the only ques- 
tion was, whether the husband could insist on re- 
ceiving the consideration for which he says that he 
had stipulated. 

This must depend on the validity of the deeds 
which he sets up in bar of the Respondent’s demand. 
The dissolution of the marriage being admitted, it is 
for the Appellant to make out that the Respondent 
has given up the rights which prima fade result 
from the dissolution, and upon this part of the case 
their Lordships have never felt the least doubt. 


Two instruments are relied on by the . Appellant: 
one an Ihranamah, or instrument by which the wife 
is made, out of regard and affection for her husband, 
voluntarily to release to him all claim to her dyn- 
mdhr. This instrument purports to have been made 
on the 16th of April, 1847. It states that the 
settlement by which the dyn-mohr is secured is in 
the possession, not of the wife, but of her mother ; 
that the wife, therefore, cannot give up the in- 

E E 2 
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There is nothing like satisfactory proof that the 
uo™ssA.' t^espondeiit ever gave her assent to this deed with a 

knowledge of its contents, and the admitted facts of 
the case make it in the highest degree improbable, 
almost impossible, that she should have done so. 


At the time at which this instrument purports to 
have been made, the husband had married, or was (ui 
the point of marrying, a second wife, as by law he 
was entitled to do. The evidence of one of the wit- 
nesses states, that the marriage took place either in 
April, 1847, or in the following October; and from 
the time of the marriage, and indeed from the time 
when it was decided upon, their Lordships are quite 
satisfied from the evidence that the Appellant and the 
Respondent were equally desirous of a divorce. In- 
deed, it appears that the second wdfe stipulated as a 
condition of her consent to the marriage, that her hus- 
l^and should divorce his first wife. He had the power 
to do so by Talalc, but this would not answer his 
purpose; he desired to get rid of his wife, but to 
retain her dowry, and he prepared this deed in order 
that, having procured a release of the dowry, he 
might exercise his power of divorce. The mother of 
the wife, however, had possession of the settlement 
and refused to give it up, and it seems to have been 
thought by the husband that it would be impossible 
for him to establish the Ibranamah unless he could 
procure a confirmation of it, and a surrender of the 
settlement by the mother, and a divorce by Khoola. 
For this purpose he had recourse to measures of 
great cruelty; he refused to permit the mother to 
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see her daughter, and, by a long series of ill-usage, 
unless there be much exaggeration in the evidence, 
injured the health and even endangered the life of 
the Respondent. The mother, after repeated appli- 
cations to the Foujdary Court for the protection of 
her daughter, at last yielded, and gave up the settle- 
ment; under such circumstances the Khoolanainah 
was obtained, which professed to confirm the lira- 
namdh. 

The Courts below have most properly held that 
instruments so obtained can liave no legal effect. 
They can be of no more avail, when used as a de- 
fence against the claims of the wife, than they would 
have had if the husband were suing upon them as 
Plaintiff to enforce rights secured to liim. 

Their Lordships are quite satisfied that the judg- 
ment complained of is correct, and they will humbly 
advise Her Majesty to affirm it, with costs. 
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Myna Boyee, and others - - 

AND 

OoTARAM, Myaram, aud Taukooram. 

On appeal from the Sadder Deicauny Adawlut af 

Madras. 


- - Appellants^ 

- Respondents.* 


ri/r chUdren of En-fftishman hy 

matr JJl /?[«; f a copa-rccnary—irngiti. 

PrtsS; to coUatrrah— Hindu Law— lexis— Opinion of 

1 annits — Conflict beUveen — Duty of Court. ^ ' 

r \ the Brahmin caste, a married woman, though living 
lived* ‘Children were brought up as Hindoos, and 

th. 

Hindoo 

rthe m-onc t^^^^^ themselves co-parceners in the enjoyment 

rue piopcitj attei the manner of a joint Hindoo fainilv vet that the 

Smloo f'*’-r co-partnersliip * of a joint 

Himloo family as defined by the Hindoo law ; and that, at the death of 

each son, his lineal heirs representing their parent would be entitled to 
enter into that partnership. 

Quaere. 'Whether such right of inheritance enures to collaterals? 

of the illcgitiinate children against his 
I a J Iff ^ ot the estate left them by H. A deed of Baseenamah 

rmn.nffl f oiitci^d luto bv tho parties, by which the shares and the 
«bn«Jf-p ^ ascertained, and provision made against 

SLf fV g«g^- J^fse or security of any separate lhare. 

Where a reference is made by the Court to the Native Law Officers for 

ju*ne,^86K appeal the question in issue related to the 

^ right of one Ramaprasad, the husband of the Appel- 

• Present : Members of the Judicial Committee,— The Right 
Hon. Lm-d Kmgsdown, the Right Hon. the Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Rjan, and the Right Hon. the 
Lord Justice Turner. 

Assessor,— The Right Hon. Sir La^\Teiice Peel.- 
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on opinion upon o nnestion wiiicii avisos in a suit hofovo the the 

answer to wliidi inav biiuT a right, the question suhnntted should embrace 
all the important facts proved or admitted in the suit, which may affect 
the conclusion : and it is the dutv of the Court itself so to frame tiio 
nuestion. that the Court mav elicit nu opinion upon the yerv facts upon 
which the legal title depends. Tf the facts he not ascertained hut stated 
and disputed, then the onestion should emhraee either view of the tacts. 

Wlien the opinion given is apparently irreconcilable with the opinions of 
approved test writers on the Hindoo Law. those who give the opinion 
should he ashed to explain that which appears, prinm fact'', lyreconeil- 
ahle : so that thev mar show op what gropiid an apparent exemption from 
the general law is inferred ; whether on general custom, modiftnng texts, 
on local usage, family customs, or other exceptional matter. 

Tf both parties are dissatisfied with a derj-ee of the Court lielow. a cross 
appeal is necessary. 

An anneal was brnnglit from part of a decree. At the hearing, held, 
that although the whole decree was not open to the Kespondeuts. who had 
not annealed, vet. in the circmustances. leave to present a cross appeal 
ought to he permitted. 

1’he .Apiu'llaiits having waived flu- fonnaiitv of lodging a cross appeal, 
the appeal w.ns heard from the whole decree. 


lant, Myna Boyer, an illepritimato son of Genrye Arthur 
Hufjhes, an Knjjliplunan, Ly a native woman, of the 
Brahmin caste, a married woman, living apart from 
her husband, to one-fifth part of the rents and profits 
of an estate called KndallfoofJy, to which Ramaprnsad 
claimed to be entitled as heir of Tankoornm, another 
illegitimate son of the same person. 

The facts of the case were these: — 

Some time before the year 1841, TIuyhe<i died, having 
made a Will, whereby he devised estate of Kndalkoody 
in equal shares to five persons, namely, the above 
Tauhoornm, and Bamaprn.^ad, and also to Myaram, 
Chnndoolanl, and Oottaraw, wbo were three other ille- 
gitimate sons of Hnyheft by another native woman. 

After the death of Hnqhc.^, the estate of Kadalkoody 
Avas held and enjoyed in common by bis five children 
until some time in the year 1841, when Bamaprasad 
brought a suit in the Auxiliary Court of Tinnerelly, 
claiming a separation or partition of the one-fifth share 
of the estate to which he was entitled as a devisee 
under the Will, and a decree was passed accordingly. 
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About this time Ootiamm, one of the five devisees, 
died, and after his death his daughters and co-heiresses 
contracted for the sale of his one-fifth share of the 
estate to Cliundoolaul. 

In the year 1843, Taukooram, Myaram, and Chun- 
doolaul appealed to the Civil Court of Tinnevelly 
against the decree of the Auxiliary Court, but before 
the appeal came to a hearing, a Razeemmah, or deed 
of compromise, in the form of a petition to the Court, 
was entered into between the parties. 

Tliis instrument was in these terms: Razeenamah 

jiresented by both parties (seven in number) in 
appeal suit No. 112, of 1843, before the said Court, 
viz,: — Appellants (1) Taukooram, (2) Myaram, 
and (3) Chiindoolaid. Respondent (4) Ramaprasadj 
and supplemental Defendants (5) Ganda Boyee 
alias Toolaja Boyee, (6) Ganya Boyee, daughters of 
Rama Boyee, widow of Oottarain, and second Defend- 
ant in original suit, No, 39, of 1841, on the file of 
the late Auxiliary Court, and (7) Tarachund, guardian 
to Ganya Boyee. In tlie original suit, wherein the 
Plaintiff sought to recover from the Defendants as 
his share one-fifth of the Paliaput of Kadalkoody re- 
ferred to in the plaint, a decree was passed as sued 
for. Dissatisfied with this decision, the Appellants 
preferred the Appeal above referred to, and, after 
Answer was filed in the said Appeal, the parties 
entered into a compromise.” The first portion 
of the compromise had relation solely to the pur- 
chase-money of Oottaram’s one-fifth share. The 
Razeenamah then proceeded as follows: — “Of the 
said Kadalkoody Paliaput, the share assigned to 
the third Appellant by Mr. Hugheses Will is one- 
fifth, and this added to the one-fifth share purchased 
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by him as stated above, makes his total share two 
Mths of, the whole estate. The share assigned to the 
second Appellant, Myaram, under the said AA ill, is 
one-fifth, and that left to the first Appellant, Tau~ 
kooranif and the Respondent Ramaprasadf by the said 
instrument, is one-fifth each. Thus, it having been 
settled that we four should enjoy the said Zemindary 
in five shares, we have entered into the following 
agreement, viz. — That from Fusly 12:)4, the manage- 
ment of the entire Zemindary shall for life be entrusted 
to one of us four, viz. Taul<ooram, the other three 
abiding by this arrangement. That the Paishcush, 
amounting to Rs. 4,469, 8a. Op. per annum, shall be 
punctually paid by Tmilcooram, from and out of the 
income of the Paliapnt, for each Fusty ; the Trsal or 
remittance being made in the names of us all four. 
That all the repairs nece.ssary to the Paliaput shall be 
executed by him every year at an annual outlay of Rs. 
500, he taking care that the money is properly spent. 
That of the surplus left of each year’s income, after 
defraying the Paishcush, charges of repairs and costs 
of establishment of that year, Taukooram shall pay to 
Myaram and Chuudoolaul, whatever may fall due to 
them for their said three shares, as per accounts. 
That on account of the one-fifth share of Hamaprasad, 
Taukooram shall, for his life, pay into the treasury of 
the Court the fixed sum of Rs. 1,300 a-year, a moiety 
thereof being payable on the 11th April, and the 
other moiety on the 11th July, of each Fusly. That 
Ramaprasad or the heirs appointed by him shall re- 
ceive the said sum from the Court. That should the 
income of Ramaprasad s said one-fitth shaie toi any 
year exceed the fixed amount above referred to, such 
excess shall be appropriated by Taukooram. That 
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slioiild the income of the said share fall short in anv 
year of the fixed sum above referred to, Tmikooram 
himself shall make 2 :ood such deficit. That ' Tau- 
I'ooram shall be entrusted with the title-deeds of the 
said Paliapnt, and any sharer shall be at liberty to 
refer to them whenever he ^vishes. That should the 
accoTints furnished by the Avieen deputed to attach 
tlie Paliapiit exhibit any old balance outstanding for 
PiisUes, 1251 to 1253, during which period the 
Paliapnt remained under attachment, Taukooram 
shall recover the same, and pay to Ramaprasad his 
one-fifth share thereof, taldng a receipt from him. 
That the other sharers also shall receive their shares 
of the said balance in the same manner. That after 
Taukooram^ s death, Ramaprasad^ or the heirs ap- 
pointed by him, shall have the management only of 
his one-fifth share, subject to profits or loss. That 
the management of the other four shares shall be 
entrusted to Mi/aram or Chtmdoolaul, or their heirs or 
representatives appointed by them. That the Ryots, 
KutnumSj servants, &c., of the Paliapnt^ shall pay to 
the other sharers, when they go to visit the estate, the 
very same respect that they would show to Taxikooram 
or persons entrusted vnth the management after his 
lifetime. That the Paliapnt shall never be divided, 
but only the income thereof, of which each sharer 
shall receive and enjoy his share with reference to 
accounts of income and expenditure. That neither 
the sharers, nor their heirs nor representatives ap- 
pointed by them, shall alienate their respective shares 
by sale, mortgage, lease or security; all such trans- 
actions, if effected, being null and void.’’ 


This instrument was filed in the Civil Court, and 
the estate of Kadalkoody remained under the manage- 
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ment of TaukooraiUj in accordance with its provisions, 
until his death, whicli occurred on the 21st of 
January, 1852. 

During the lifetime of Taukooram, he and Chun- 
doolaul, and Myarani also, until his deatli, lived 
together, as undivided brothers, Ramaprasad, on the 
contrary, was a divided brother, and between him and 
Taukooram it appeared great enmity existed. 
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Upon the death of Taukooram, the mauagemeni 
and the absolute beneficial interest in a one-iifth share 


of the Kadalkoody estate, to which alone Ramaprasad 
was entitled under the Razeenamah, passed to him, 
and Chnndoolanl entered upon the management of tlie 
other four-fifths of such estate in accordance with 


that, and also assumed possession of the property of 
Taukooram, to which, together with any disposa]>le 
interest of Taukooram in the estate, he claimed to be 
entitled under a Will executed by Taukooram on tins 
Ifith of January, 1852. 


la February, 1852, Ramaprasad made an appli- 
cation under Act, No. 19, of 1841, to the Civil Court 
of Tinnevelly, alleging that he was 'entitled to succeed, 
as sole heir of Taukooram, to all his property, in- 
cluding his one-fifth share of the Kadalkoody estate, 
and that Chundoolaul had assumed wrongful posses- 
sion of the xjroperty, and praying to be put into pos- 
session under a suimnary order of the Court. This 
application was rejected by the Chvil Judge, and 
Ramaprasad was left to the institution of a regular 
suit to establish his alleged title. 


Under these circumstances Ramaprasad, in Sepicm- 
her, 1852, instituted a suit against Chundoola^d in the 
Zillah Court of Tinnevelly, alleging in hi.s plaint tha) 
the suit was brought for the recovtuy of n al and ]x*r- 
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sonal property of the value of Rs. 14,568. 4a. Op, 
MYNA belonging to his deceased brother, Taukooram, and that 
Bo^vEE Taukooram died leaving no other heirs but Plaintiff, 
ouTARAM. Defendant in order to get possession of 

the property had forged a Will, and Mookternamah 
purporting to be executed by Taukooram in the 
Defendant’s favor, and praying that the Court would 
be pleased to pass a decree adjudging to fhe Plaintiff, 
amongst other property valued at Rs. 8,000, Taukoo- 
ram' s right and title to one-iifth of the income of the 
Kadalkoody Estate. 

The Defendant by his answer stated, that the Razee- 
namah provided that after Tatikooram’s death the Plain- 
tiff should be entitled to his own one-fifth share of the 
Kadalkoody estate separately and absolutely, and 
nothing more, and that the Plaintiff and Taukooram 
were enemies, while the Defendant and Taukooram 

were friends; and that on the 23rd of March, 1850, 
Taukooram executed a Mookternamah, vesting all his 

right and interest in the Kadalkoody estate after his 

death in the Defendant, and that on the 16th of 

January, 1852, he executed a Will confirming the 

Mookternamah, and devising and bequeathing other , 

property to the Defendant, whom he appointed sole 

executor of his Will. 

The Court stated that it was desirable, with refer- 
ence to the terms of the Razeenamah, that the heirs of 
Myaram deceased should be made parties to the suit. 
Accordingly a supplemental plaint was filed, making 
Laudebhoy Ammaul, the widow and alleged sole heiress 
of Myaram, a Defendant. 

The pleadings being completed, the Court proceeded 
to ascertain the issues of law and fact raised therein, 
and found that there were seven issues, of which the 
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second, third and fourth issues of fact, were alone 
material in this appeal. These issues were Second, 
whether the Plaintiff was, as the survivor of two 
^ illegitimate sons of a Hindoo woman, heir-atdaw to 
his deceased brother. Third, whether Taukoorant 
executed a Will in Defendant's favour under date the 
16th of January, 1852. Fourth, whether under the 
liazeenatnah in appeal suit, No. 92, of 1843, Myaiani 
and Chundoolaul and their heirs take upon the death 
of Taukoorani his one-fifth share of the Kadalkood y 
Zemindary to their own use, or in trust for Taukoo- 
ram's heirs. Upon the above issues, the Court recorded 
the following points to be established by the parties 
respectively. Under the third issue, the Defendant was 
to prove — first point for the Defendant, that the 
deceased Taukooram left a AVill on the 16th of January, 
1852, constituting the Defendant his heir. First 
k point for the Plaintiff— Under the fourtli issue the 
Plaintiff was to put in a copy of the Razeeuamah in 
appeal suit No, 92, of 1843.^* 

Before any evidence was adduced, the Defendant 
Chundoolaul died, and on the motion of the Plaintiff 
the suit was revived, and Oottaram, Myaram, and 
Taukooram, the minor sons of Chundoolaul, by 
their guardian, Bhavany Prasad, were made Defend- 
ants thereto. 

The follow'ing question was then submitted by 
the Zillah Court to the Pundit of the Sudder 

Dewanny Court for his opinion: “You are re- 
V quested to state whether, upon the death of one 
of two illegitimate sons of a Hindoo woman, the 
estate of the deceased by law devolves upon the 
sui-viving brother,’' to which the Pundit returned the 
following answer. “Tf the illegitimate sons referred 
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to ill tlie question were undivided, the estate of one of 
them would, after his death, devolve upon the sur- 
viving brother. If divided, ‘it would go to him’ only- 
on failure of the deceased’s widow, daughter, or her 
son, or of the deceased’s mother.” 

The Will alleged to have been executed by Tau~ 
koorani in 1852, and the Mookternamah executed by 
Taukooram in 1850, the identity of these documents, 
and the execution thereof, were deposed to by three 
of the four attesting witnesses to the Will, and by 
four of the five attesting witnesses to the Mookter- 
namah. 

The Judge, iMr. Woodfjate, pronounced the Zillah 
Court’s decree, by which it decided that, in accord- 
ance with the opinion of the Pundit, the Plaintiff 
was the heir of his divided brother, Taukooram ; that 
the Mookternamali and Will were forgeries, and that 
the Razeeuamah did not debar the Plaintiff from suc- 
('(‘oding to the share of the Kadalkoody estate as next 

heir to his deceased brotlier, as that document passed 

* 

only a right of management, and not a beneficial right 
or interest in the one-fifth share of Taukooram. 

Against this decree an appeal was preferred by the 
guardian of the infant Defendants to the Sudder 
Adawliit at Madras. 

On the 27th of November^ 1856, the Sudder Court, 
consisting of Messrs. Anderson and Harris, pro- 
nounced the following judgment: — The Court ob- 
serves that the Mookternamali was not registered 
in the Zillah Court, nor was the stamp paper on 
which it is engrossed purchased by one of the 
]iarties to the same, nor did the Defendant act upon 
that document previous to the death of Taukoo- 
ram as he ought to have done, had it been genuine. 
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Both it and the Will have been discredited by the 
Lower Court, and nothing has been advanced in the 
appeal to lead this Court to consider that the evidence 
has not been correctly appreciated. As the property 
was not hereditary, but devised to Taukooram by 
his father, Hughes, the former had an undoubted 
right to devise it by Will ; but the Court sees no 
reason to disturb the judgment of the Lower Court, 
which has declared the Will and Mookternauiah not 
to be genuine documents. The judgment then pro- 
ceeded, “As regards the right of the Plaintiff to 
inheiit the property of his uterine brother Taukoo 
ram, the Court is decidedly of opinion that these 
persons must be looked on as Hindoos, and subject 
to Hindoo law. The question as to the Hindoo law 
of the case has been fairly put to the Pundits of the 
Court, and the Court is of opinion that the Plaintiff 
has a right to inherit the property of Taukooram. 
The (’ourt, however, find it necessary to modify tin* 
award of the Civil Judge as regards the one-fifth share 
of the Paliaput of Kadalkoodg, regarding which a 
Razeenamah was executed by the parties in settlement 
of appeal suit, No. 92 of 1843. In that suit, the 
present Plaintiff sued for a one-fifth share of the 
above Zemindary, and obtained a decree in his favour; 
this was appealed against, and the above Kazeenamah 
was filed in the appeal suit. It must be borne in 
mind that as the present Plaintiff was Plaintiff also 
in that suit, it was his rights which were then speci- 
ally to be settled. Now, in the Kazeenamah, it is dis- 
tinctly stated that the above Zemindary was never to 
be divided, nor were the sharers to convey or burden 
their shares; — a provision was made, not only for the 
disposal of the property during the life of Taukooram , 
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but also a distinct arrangement made for its disposal 
after his death;— the very contingency so provided 
for has led to the present suit. The provision made 
for this contingency was, that the Plaintiff, or heirs 
appointed by him, should be invested with the man- 
agement of his (Plaintiff’s) one-lifth share alone, and 
that the management of the other four shares should 
vest in Myaram and Chundoolaul or their heirs. It 
is subsequently provided that without ever dividing 
the Paliaput, the profits accruing therefrom for the 
share of each shall alone be divided and enjoyed 
according to the amount of profits. During the life- 
time of Taukooram, the latter was to manage tlu‘ 
whole Zemindary, and pay annually into Court the 
sum of Rs. 1,300, as the value of the produce of 
Plaintiff’s one-fifth share; after the death of Taukoo- 
ram, the J^laintiff was himself to manage this one- 
fifth share, but it was clearly the intent of the Razee- 
namah that the right of the Plaintiff should be con- 
fined to the enjoyment of his one-fifth share with the 
management thereof. The right and title to the 
management and enjoyment of the profits of the 
other four shares was clearly vested in the other 
shareholders. The Court is, therefore, of opinion 
that the Plaintiff is not entitled to recover the one- 
fiftli share of the Zemindary which belonged to Tau- 
koorani, and they resolve to reverse that part of the 
decree of the lower Court, which awards that share 
to the Plaintiff. In other respects the decree of the 
lower Court is confirmed.” 

The Plaintiff applied for review of judgment, which 
the Sudder Court admitted. 

Ramaprasad, the Plaintiff, died, and the suit was 
revived by the Appellant, Myna Boyee, his widow and 
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heiress; and Era Saul, the executor and devisee, 
and Mary Ram, claiming to be the other devisee of 
the deceased Plaintiff. 

The -application for a review of judgment came on 
again before the Sudder Court, and an Order was made 
by the Court, on the 12th of November, 1857, to the 
effect that no grounds whatever had been established 
which would justify the Court in interfering with the 
judgment already passed in the case. That the Court 
considered that the arguments used were such as could 
only be dealt with on a regular appeal from the judg- 
ment in question. The Court did not think that tliey 
could legally review, or be justified in reviewing, a 
judgment, because the decision was not that which, 
perhaps, the present Court would give ; and the Court 
found that the matter in issue had been fully discussed, 
due consideration given, and that no grounds existed 
for considering that the merits of the case had not 
been fully understood, and rejected the application 
for review, with costs. 

The Appellants applied to the Sudder Court, for leave 
to appeal to Her Majesty in Council from so much of 
the decree of the 27th of November, 1856, as declared, 
that Ramaprasad was not entitled to recover the one- 
fifth of the Zemindary which belonged to Taukooram, 
and which reversed that part of the decree of the 
Zillah Court, which awarded the one-fifth share to 
Ramaprasad, and also from the Order passed on 
the 12th of November, 1857. The Court admitted the 

appeal. 

The appeal was argued by 

Mr. Roll, Q.C., and Mr. Ayrton, for the Appel- 
lants, and 
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Mr. IL Palmer, Q. C., and Mr. W, H. Melvill, 
for the Respondents. 

I 

A preliminary objection was taken by the Re- 
spondents, who submitted that the Sadder Court were 
wrong in admitting the appeal, the value of the matter 
in dispute being under the sum of Rs. 10,000, and 
that no special certificate was made on admitting the 
appeal in accordance with Rule 11. of the Order in 
Council of the 10th of April, 1838, so as to preclude 
the Respondents taking objection as to the value of the 
matter in dispute in the appeal and the admissibility 
thereof ; and they further submitted that if the appeal 
was to be considered as properly admitted, then the 
whole matter originally in dispute including the ques- 
tion of heirship ought to be open to adjudication at 
the hearing of the appeal, although no cross appeal 
had been lodged by the Respondents from that part 
of the decree. 

The Lord Justice Turner : 

As leave has been granted by the Court below, the 
objection to value of the subject-matter in dispute can- 
not be sustained, but their Lordships are of opinion, 
that the question of heirship is not open to the Respon- 
dents upon this appeal from the decree of the 27th of 
November, 1856, which decree amounts to a declaration 
of the Court that the Plaintiff was entitled to inherit 
the property of Taukooram as heir. Their Lordships, 
however, are of opinion that, under the circum- 
stances of the case the Respondents ought not to 
be deprived of the opportunity of bringing that 
question before the Court: and they think, therefore, 
that as to this particular portion of the decree leave 
i»ught to be given to the Respondents to bring that 
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point distinctly bcHn’c the Court by petition for leave 
to appeal, if the Appellants require a petition of appeal 
to be lodged. If the Appellants be content to waive the 
question of form and have a decision of the question 
upon the merits, in that case their l.ordships will con- 
sider and dispose of the case as it now stands; but il 
on the other hand the Apiiellants adhere to the objec 
tioii that the question is not open to them before this 
Court, then the Order will be to give the Respondents 
liberty to present a petition of appeal confined to this 
particular point, their Loidships, under the circum- 
stances, thinliing it not right now to give the Re- 
si)ondoi]ls leave to open the whole of the decree («). 

The Appellants’ Counsel stated that they were will- 
ing to have tlie case ai’gued without the necessity of 
lodging a petition for leave to appeal by the Re- 
spondents, 
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The appeal was tlien heard upon the wliole decree 
of the Sndder Deivanni/ Court. 


It was contended, tliat the Will and the Mookterna- 
fuali, alleged to have been executed by 7 aukoot , 
were forgeries. 

Upon tlie qeustion, whether the liazccuamah operated 
as a partition, it was insisted, that Rainaprasad was 
precluded from claiming, upon the death of Taukooram, 
an interest in any portion of the Kadalkoody estate 
beyond his own one-fifth share. Stranye ’s * * Hindu 
T.aw,” Vol. T., p. 201, (2nd Edit.,) was referred to. 


As to the inheritance of illegitimate children, W. H. 
Macnaghien^s “Principles of Hindu Law,” Vol. IT. note, 


(o) See f\« to the allowance of a cross appeal, though not applied 
for in the court below, Kmvt Nnrdin Hno Hurree Punt Bhao, 6 
Moor’s Ind. App. Cases, 464. 
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p. 15, was cited ; and, as to the right of a uterine brother 
to succeed to his deceased brother's estate, W. E, Mac- 
')ia(fhfen^s “Principles of Hindu Law," Vol. II., pp. 66-7. 

And, as to the power of a Hindoo, to make a Will, 
Nagalutchmee Vtnmal v. Gossoo Nadaraja Chettyj (a) 
and the authorities there cited, were relied upon. 

Their Lordships’ judgment was delivered by 

The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown. 

The facts of this case, so far as they are material 
to the ((uestions we have to consider, lie in a narrow 
compass. Mr. George Arthur Hughes, an English- 
man, living in India, had two illegitimate children, , 
named Ramaprasad and Taukooram, by a native 
woman, a Hindoo, who appears to have been a 
married woman, to have deserted her husband, and 
to have lived in adultery with Mr. Hughes. This 
woman appears to have been originally of one of the 
privileged classes, and not of the Soodra class. Mr. 
Hughes had also three other ille^timate children, 
Mijaram, Ch7indoolaul, and Ootforam, by another 
native woman. By his Will he devised the estate 
of Kadalkoody to his five illegitimate children in 
equal shares; to each a fifth share. The children 
appear to have been brought up as Hindoos and to 
have lived at first as an united family, but some time 
after Hugheses death Ramaprasad, the original Plaintiff 
in the suit from which this appeal arises, instituted a 
suit for partition and obtained a decree accordingly. 
There was an appeal from this decree, and pending 
this appeal the parties compromised, and a Razee- 
namah, or deed of compromise, was entered into 
between them. This deed, to which four of the chil- 
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dren, one of whom, Chiindoolaid, had purchased the 

share of Oottarain, the fifth of the children, who 

^ had died, after reciting the Will of Mr. Hughes and 

the above-mentioned purchase, proceeded as follows : 

[His Lordship here read the deed of Razeenamah, 
ante, p. 402.] 

In pursuance of the arrangement made by this 
deed Taukooram had the management of the estate 
during his life, and paid to Ramaprasad the annual 
sum stipulated for by the deed. On the 21st of 
January, 1852, Taukooraw died intestate, and ^vithout 
having had issue, and on his death Chnndoolaul took 
possession of all his real and personal estate, including 
his one-fifth part of the Kadatkoody estate. The 
plaint in the suit which has given lise to the ap])cal 
before us, was filed on the 18th of September, 18r)2, 
by Ramoprasad claiming as the heir of Taukooram 
^ against Chnndoolanl for the recovery of the i-eal and 
personal estate of Taukooram. The Defendant, Chnn- 
doolavl, by his answer in the suit, amongst other 
grounds of defence which are not material to be inen- 
tioned, stated, that in the partition suit the Plaintiff 
had declared that he was not related to Tmikooram; 
tiiat if they were co-parceners they were so through 
their father and tlirough their mother; and that 
the Hindoo law was not applicable to them. That 
each of them having received a certain amount of 
property under Mr. Huyhes's Wiil, their interests 
were distinct, and one of them had nothing to do 
with another’s portion; that was the statis in which 
Ramaprasad had. in the partition suit, prayed the 
Court to place him ; and that th^ decree in that cause 
was that the parties were not amenable to the Hindoo 
law, and he insisted that in the teeth of these pro- 
ceedings in the former suit it was not open to the 
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to claim Taukoormn^s share of the estate of 
liamaprasad; lie relied also upon the Razeenomali, 
insisting that Taukooram^s intention that his share of 
the Kadalkoodtj estate should on his death pass to 
him, the Defendant, was evident from the fact of that 
instrument containing a detailed provision that Tau- 
kooram^s share, and the management of the other four 
shares of the estate, should be held in succession by 
the Defendant and his lieirs, or other persons appointed 
by him; he also set up a Mookteniaviah and a will 
alleged to have been made by Taukoomm in his favour. 

The Plaintiff, by his replication, explained the alle- 
gations made by him in the partition suit, and denied 
that they bore any such meaning as was imputed to 
them by the answer. The rejoinder was a mere 
recapitulation of the answer. 

The only material evidence in the cause was, 
on the part of the Plaintiff, the Razeenamahf and 
on the part of the Defendant, the Mookternamah, 
and the Will, with the depositions of some witnesses 
in support of those instruments. There was no evi- 
dence as to the Plaintiff’s title as heir ; but upon this 
point the following question appears to have been 
submitted to the Pundit of the Court of Sudder 
Adawliit ; — “ You are requested to state whether, 
upon the death of one of two illegitimate sons 
of a Hindoo woman, the estate of the deceased 
by law devolves upon the surviving brother?” And 
to this question the following answer appears to 
have been returned: — “If the illegitimate sons re- 
ferred to in the question were undivided, the estate 
of one of them would, after his death, devolve upon 
his surviving brother. If divided, it would go to him 
only on failure of the deceased’s widow, daughter, or 
her son, or of the deceased’s mother.” 
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Upon the hearing of the cause in the Zillah Court, 
the Judge was of opinion that the Mookferimmah and 
the Will were forgeries, and that the provisions of the 
RaBeendmah had reference to the management of the 
estate, and did not affect the right to it; and resting 
upon the opinion of the TjUW Officers, he treated the 
allegations in the partition suit as irrelevant, and con- 
sidered the Plaintiff’s title as heir to he established. 
The decree of the Zillah Court, therefore, wrs wholly 
in favour of the Plaintiff. 


From this decree the heirs of Chvvdoolni(h who 
had died in the meantime, appealed to the Rudder 
Adaudut: hut the Judges of that Court were also of 
opinion that the Moohternamah and the Will were 
not genuine documents; and as regards the right of 
the Plaintiff to inherit the property of his uterine 
brother Taukooram, they were of opinion that those 
persons must he looked upon as Hindoos, and subject 
to Hindoo law ; and the question as to the Hindoo 
law of the ease ha%diig, as tliey thought, been fairly 
put to the Pundits of the Court, they considered that 
the Plaintiff had a right to inherit the property of 
Taukooram. They accordingly, by a decree dated the 
7th of November, 1856, affirmed the decree so far as 
respects the estate of Taukooram not included in 
-the Bazeeuamah; but as to the one-fifth part of the 
Kadalkoody estate, which was included in the Razee- 
namah, they were of opinion that the intent of that 
instrument was, that the right of the Plaintiff should 
be confined to the enjoyment of his own one-fifth 
share, and the management thereof, and that the right 
and title to the management and enjoyment of the 
profits of the other four shares was vested in the 
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i8^ other shareholders, and they accordingly held that 
Myna the Plaintiff was not entitled to recover the one-fifth 
share of the Kadalkoody estate, which belonged to 
oo'iABAM. and reversed that part of the decree 

which awarded that share to the Plaintiff. 

The Plaintiff, however, afterwards obtained, as it 
would appear e.v parte, an Order for the case to be 
reheard, hut he died soon after the making of this 
Order, without having had issue. 

By his Will, which appears on these proceedings 
to liave been disputed, he devised the Kadalkoody 
estate to tlie now Appellants, and appointed two of 
them to he his executors. They accordingly revived 
the suit, and the Sudder Court having subsequently, 
by an Order dated the 12th of November, 1857, dis- 
charged the Order for re-hearing, upon the ground 
that the case was more proper to be the subject of 
appeal, they obtained leave to bring, and have accord- 
ingly brought, this appeal, which is from so much 
of the decree of the 7th of November, 1856, as re- 
versed the decree of the lower Court, so far as it 
awarded to the Plaintiff Taukooram*$ share of the 
Kadalkoodij estate, and also against the Order of the 
12(h of November, 1857. 

With respect to the objection raised by the answer 
that the Plaintiff, was precluded, by reason of the 
allegations made by him in the partition suit, their 
Lordships are of opinion that no weight is due to 
that objection. The allegations referred to could, at 
the highest, operate only, under the circumstances 
of this case, as an admission against title, on a par- 
ticular view of the legal status of the party, in point 
of law, which, if it were erroneous, ought not to 
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have hound the party in another suit tor a different 
object, the Court having before it all the facts relating 
^ to the true status. 

The immediate question raised by this appeal, 
therefore, is, whether the Sudder Court was right in 
the construction which it put upon the Razeeuamah. 
Their Lordships find themselves unable to agree with 
the Sadder Court upon the construction of this deed. 
The deed had its origin in the partition suit. The 
result of that suit and of the decree whicli had been 
made in it, if carried out, would have been to sever, 
at all events, one-fifth of the estate, and to destroy, 
to that extent at least, not only all unity of interest 
but all power of joint management. 

The deed appears to have been framed for the pur- 
pose of avoiding these results. It provides that there 
shall be no sale, mortgage, lease, or security of any 
separate share ; that, during the life of TanJcooram, he 
shall have the management of the whole estate, Ratna- 
prasad receiving a fixed income ; and that after his 
death, Ramaprasad shall liave the management of his 
fifth, and the management of the other four-fifths 
shall be entrusted to Mparum or Chandoolaul; but 
these provisions point to jnanagement, and to manage- 
ment only. They affect the mode of enjoyment, not 
the right of property. That right docs not appear to 
be affected by the deed otherwise than by the parti- 
cular provisions against alienation — provisions which, 
it is to be observed, are carefully limited by the deed, 
and do not extend to prevent alienation of devise, for 
it is plain that the deed contemplates that each co- 
sharer might devise. It is scarcely possible to suppose 
that it could be intended that the right to devise 
should be preserved, but that the right of inheritance 
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mvna the construction of the Razeenam-ah, the Respondents 

ho\K.E oontended that the title of the Plaintiff was never- 
(KriAKAM, tlielcss defeated by that instrument. They argued 

that all the illegitimate sons were to be considered, as 
they were considered, and, as it appears to their Lord- 
ships, rightly considered, in the Courts in India, to 
be Hindoos; and that tlie sons, except Ramaprasadt 
having continued in common, Ramaprasad could not, 
by the Hindoo law, be entitled to any portion of Tau- 
loorani^s share. 

This argument venders it necessary to consider 

what sort of a partnership was constittned by the 

actual agreed union of the other sons. They were 

not an united Hindoo family in the ordinary sense 

in which that term is used in the text-writers on the 

Hindoo law; a family of which the father was, in his 

life-time, the head, and the sons in a sense parceners 

in birth, by an inchoate though alterable title: but they 

wore sons of a Christian father bv different Hindoo mo- 

% 

thers. constituting themselves parceners in the enjoy- 
ment of their property after the manner of a Hindoo 
joint family. On the death of each, his lineal heirs, 
representing their parent, would, by the effect of the 
agreement, enter into that partnership; collaterals, 
however, could not so enter by succession, unless the 
Hindoo law gave, in the case under consideration, a 
right of inheritance also to collaterals,- The parties 
could not by their agreement give new rights of suc- 
cession to themselves or their heirs unknown to the 
law. The law of survivorship, which is the conse- 
fiuence of such a partnership amongst Hindoos, would 
come in only on failure of the heirs. 

A further suggestion was made on this part of the 
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case, that from the peculiar status of the parties it 
was to be presumed that the intention of the instru- 
ment was to bar tlie State by ttie arrangement between 
the parties, inter as to the enjoyment of the pro- 
perty, but no such intention is to be collected from 
the instrument, or is disclosed by the evidence; and 
it may be added that the anangement for the parties 
continuing in coimnon would, as already observed, in- 
clude survivorship, and that it could, therefore, only 
1)0 on failure of heirs of the last survivor that the 
claim of the State could arise. The instrument too, 
in its dealings with the management, contemplates 
the existence of hceredes facti, and the parties, there- 
fore, cannot but have been aware that they had in 
their power the means of protection against any claim 
of the State. So far, therefore, as the immediate 
question raised by this appeal is concerned, thei)- 
Lordships are of opinion that the decree complained 
of cannot be maintained. 
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A further question was also raised on the part of 

the Kespondents, whether tlie appeal, although from 

♦ 

part of the decree only did not open to them, the Re- 
spondents, the whole decree. Their Lordships were 
of opinion that it did not, but they thought tliat under 
the circumstances of this case leave should be given 
to present a cross appeal, and the Appellants not 
liaving insisted that the mere form of presenting such 
an appeal should be gone through, it was agreed that 
the whole decree should be considered as open. 

The whole case as to the Mookternamah and the 
"Will, and as to the Plaintiff’s title as heir to Tan- 
kooram, was thus open to the Respondents. Nothing 
was said by them as to the Mookternamah or the Wiil. 
and it is unnecessary, then-fore, to refer further to 
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those documents, which no doubt were forged. The 
contention was as to Hamaprasad^s title as heir. This 
title appears to have been affirmed by both the Courts 
in India upon the faith of the opinion given by the 
Law Officers. It does not appear to have been further 
investigated or inquired into. 

The correctness of this opinion was questioned by 
the Respondents, who objected to the mode in which 
the question was submitted to them, but the Court 
declined to take another opinion, and adopted the 
opinion of these Officers, apparently without noticing 
its inconsistency with the odinary text expositions 
of the Hindoo law. The question submitted to the 
Jjaw Officers does not include some important facts 
which existed in this case. Every such reference in 
a suit, where it may bind a right, should embrace 
all important facts proved or admitted in the cause, 
which may affect the conclusion ; and it is the duty 
of the C.’ourt itself so to frame the questions that they 
may elicit an opinion upon the very facts on which 
tlie legal title depends. If the facts be not ascertained, 
but stated, and disputed, then the questions should 
embrace either view of the facts. When the opinion 
given is apparently irreconcilable with the opinions 
of approved text-writers, those who give the opinion 
.should be asked further to explain that which appears 
prima facie, thus irreconcilable, so that they may 
show on what they ground an apparent exception from 
tlie general law, whether on general custom modifying 
texts, on local usage, family customs, or other excep- 
tional matter. 

In this case it was very important to point out to 
the notice of the Law Officers that the mother of the 
Plaintiff and of his uterine brother was a wife living 
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in adultery; originally, as above mentioned, one oL' 
the privileged classes; that her sons were adulterous 
issue; that the property had never been the mother’s, 
but had been bequeathed by the father, an English- 
man, to his sons, as his sous, and was meant by him 
to be a parental provision for his children. It was 
not referred to the Law Officers to consider whether 
the inability of the sons to succeed to the father 
affected their heritable capacity as collaterals inUr sc.. 
On the terms of the answer, tlie Law Officers may 
have considered the case merely as one of successioi\ 
amongst Soodras proper, and may have acted simply 
on a wider view of the law of succession amongst 
Soodras than the written text authorities afford. They 
may have viewed it as enlarged by some general cus- 
tom there prevalent extending the law, according to 
the principles of the Hindoo law which w'ould support 
such custom, if in fact such custom has obtained. 

It is, however, impossible to treat these sons as the 
sons of a Soodra father; if the J^laintiff and Tatikoo- 
ram be viewed as the sons of a Hoodra mother, still 
the property never was hers, and their herital)le capa- 
city even to property of hers has not been established. 
If any general usage in this part of India has ripened 
into a custom having the force of law, that the ille- 
gitimate children of a woman pursuing an unchaste 
course of life, whether married or unmarried, inherit 
her property, this custom is not in proof. 

If amongst Hoodras proper a coui*se of decisions, ox- 
other evidence of the prevalency of a general custom, 
support a heritable capacity of illegitimate Hindoos 
beyond that which the writers’ text-books establish, 
these decisions have not been made known, nor has 
that custom been established. But a title such as the 
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present, so wholly irreconcilable with the expositions 
of any text-writer, and, unsupported by any authority, 
cannot be established upon the evidence which this 
case affords. To assume without evidence, on asser- 
tion simply, a capacity in the Appellant and his ute- 
rine brother to inherit to their mother, and assuming 
that capacity of lineal inheritance to their mother, 
thence to derive collateral heirship, inter se, to pro- 
perty which never was their mother’s, would be at 
variance with legal principles. 


Their Lordships have accordingly felt some diffi- 
culty in dealing with this part of the case. On the 
one hand, they are not prepared to act upon the opi- 
nion of the Law Officers given upon an imperfect 
statement of facts, unsupported by authority, and ap- 
parently not easily to be reconciled with the opinions 
of the text-writers on the Hindoo Law. On the other 
hand, they do not feel satisfied that the opinion of the 
Law Officers may not be well founded, more especi- 
ally with reference to some local custom or usage. 
They have come, to the conclusion, therefore, that the 
only safe course which can be taken is to remit this 
cfuestion to India for further investigation and con- 
sideration. 

Tn the course of the argument on the part of the 
Respondents, an objection was taken on their behalf 
to the title of the Appellants as the heirs of Rama- 
prasadj but this objection does not appear to have 
been entertained or considered by the Sudder Court, 
and their Lordships very much doubt whether it is 
competent to the Respondents to raise it upon this 
appeal, having regard to what must have been done 
in the cause. 

Their Lordships, therefore, delivered the foregoing 
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judgment at the close of the sittings aflcr Trinilij Term, 
but they ordered their report to stand over until after 
the Long vacation, in order tliat the minutes might 
be fully considered by their Lordships and by Coun- 
sel ; and the matter having boon again brought before 
their Lordships on the 26th of Novemhevy 1861, the 
following minute was filially settled by their Lord- 
ships, with (ho assent of Counsel on both sides, on the 
30th of November^ 1861: — 
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“The Appellants, having by their Counsel con- 
sented that the rights of the parties should be con- 
sidered and dealt with in the same manner as if the 
Bespondents had presented a cross appeal confined to 
the subject-matter of this appeal, viz., the share of 
Taukooratn in the Kadalhoody estate, their Lordships 
humbly recommend to Her Majesty that the decree 
of the Sudder Court of the 27th of Naoemher, 1856, 
be reversed, in so far as the same is complained of by 
the appeal, and that the appeal be dismissed in so far 
as it complains of the Order of the 12th of November, 
1857, and that it be declared that the Razeenamah in 
the pleadings mentioned does not prejudice or affect 
the Appellants’ claim to Taukooram’s share of the 
Kadalkoody estate, and that the Mookternamah and 
the Will in the pleadings also mentioned were not 
genuine instruments; and that it be also declared that 
tlie aforesaid reversal of the said decree of the Sudder 
Court shall not in any way prejudice or affect the right 
of the Respondents to contest the title of Ramaprasad 
as the heir of Taukooratn to his (Taukooram*s) share 
of the Kadalkoody estate upon any other grounds than 
those above mentioned, nor prejudice any objection 
which may be now open to the Respondents, and 
which they may be advised to take, to the title of the 
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Appellants as the heirs ot* Ramaprasad to the said 
share ol' Taukooram in the said Kadalkoody estate, 
and to any application they may be advised to make 
to the Sadder Court respecting the same; and that it 
be ordered that the Sadder Court do make all such 
further inquiry as may be proper and necessary as to 
the title of Ramaprasad as the heir of Taukooram to 
his (Taakooram's) share of the Kadalkoody estate, and 
do proceed in the cause as respects that property 
according to the result of sucli inquiry ; and that it 
be further ordered that, if it shall appear that Ramo.- 
prasad was entitled, as the heir of Taukooram, to the 
said share of the Kadalkoody estate, and that the Ap- 
pellants are entitled thereto in right of Ramaprasad, 
the costs of this appeal be paid by the Respondents, 
and the whole costs in the Sudder Court be also borne 
by them, except the costs of the application for review, 
as to which, in that event, there should be no costs; 
l)ut that, if it shall appear that Ramaprasad was not 
entitled as the heir of Taukooram, or that the Appel- 
lants are not entitled, in right of Ramaprasad, to the 
said share of the Kadalkoody estate, the whole costs 
of tlie case in the Sudder Court be dealt with as the 
said Court may direct, and that in that event there be 
no costs of this appeal/^ 
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AND 


Be JOY Kishen Dass, Dillaavur j 
Allee Gholam Ensui'f, and ^ 
others i 


Respondents * 


On appeal from the Sudder Dewauny Adawlut at 

Calcutta. 


Heard ex-parte. ♦ 


Ji!xeculioii Sale — Selling aaulc — Iircf/uJeiritg — Meaning — Affixture of 
^ notice on place other than the progcrig proclaimed — If vidialcH sale — Ob- 

jection — ]V/icn to be taken. 

A suit was hi'ouglit in 1852, tu set aside an exeeiition sale made iu 1841, 
on tlic giouiid of irregularity in not complying with the pronsions of 
Ben. Reg. XLV., sec. 12, of 1793, for the due publication of the sale. 
A summary suit, under JSen. Reg. VII., of 1825, sec. 5, had been brought 
shortly after the date of the sale by the judgment debtor, to set it aside 
on the ground of inadequacy of the purchase-money, which suit was dis- 
missed. There was no allegation iu that suit of any irregularity in the 
publication of sale. It appeared from the evidence iu the suit of 1852, 
that the notice of sale was afihxed at the dwelling-house of the judgment 
debtor, the place where his rents were paid, but which was not part of the 
estate sold. It was not pleaded in the suit of 1852, that there was a town 
or village where the notification could be fixed as required by sec. 12, Ben. 
Reg. XLV. of 1793. The Sudder Dcwaiiny Court held, that there had 
been an irregularity in the publication of the notice of sale, as it was not 

This was a suit, in the nature of an action of eject- 
ment, brought in the Zillah Court of Dacca by the 
Respondent, Bejoy Kishen Dass, to oust the Appellants, 

* Present: Memljor.s of tlie Judicial Cotnmittee , — The Right 
Hon. Lord KingsdowTi, the Right lion, the Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. the 
Lord Justice Turner. 

AtresHor , — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel. 

G O 
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uiadc within the auibit of the estate sold, and set the sale aside on that 
ground. Upon appeal, lield by the Judicial Committee, reversing such 
decree, 

First, tliat, as it did not appear that tJicrc was any town or village 
within tlic Pcri/unnuh at which the notificatio3i required by the provisions 
of Bc». Reg. XLV., sec. 12, of 1793, could be affixed, there had been no 
irregularity in jiostijig the notice at the house of the judgment debtor, 
so as to vitiate the sale, and. 

Secondly, that, even if there had been an informality in that respect, 
it ought to have been objected to in tlie summary suit brought in 
1841, aJid could not be opened eleven yeara afterwards. 

IToiii the possession of certain landed property, and 
with that object, to set aside a sale made by public 
auction to the Appellants, and for mesne profits. 

The principal question raised in the suit below and 
by the appeal was, whether the sale by the Govern- 
ment Collector under an Order of a Civil Judge, in 
execution of his decree, ought to be set aside eleven 
years afterwards to the prejudice of the Appellants, 
the auction purchasers, for an Alleged irregularity on 
the part of that Officer in the mode of publishing the 
notice of the intended sale, with respect to which al- 
leged irregularity no material deviation from the mode 
prescribed by Beu, Keg. LXV. of 1793, sec. 12, was 
established by the Respondent, Bejoy Kisken Bass, 
nor was any pecuniary injury to himself shown to have 
resulted from the sale; and more particularly as the 
judgment debtor, who had availed himself of the 
remedy by suimnary suit given by Ben, Keg. VII. of 
1825, sec. 5, cl. 2, shortly after the sale, to set aside 
tlie sale on the ground of irregularity, did not in that 
suit complain of the alleged irregularity as to the 
posting of the notice of sale, the objection urged in 
the present suit. 

The principal facts -of the case were as follows: — 

The Respondent, Diliawur Alice Gholam Ensuff, and* 
others, obtained a decree in the Zillah Court of Dacca 
against the principal Respondent, Bejoy Kishen Doss, 
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and others, and, after having made the usual appli- 
cation for execution of the decree, that Court issued 
an Order, directing the Government Collector of that 
Zillah to sell a certain share, namely, a 3 annas 18 
gundas 3 c. 1 hrant, out of a 10 annas 13 gundas 1 c. 
1 krant share of Pergunnah, Ootur Shahpore, situate in 
the Zillah, belonging to the Respondent, Bejoy Kishen 
Dass, and two of the other Respondents, named Doga- 
moyee and Moheshnrry, also .judgment debtors and co- 
sharers with him, but excepting the rights of one, Rata 
Dass Dnft, who had previously purchased the interest 
of Dogamoyee in such share. 

The Collector accordinglj'^ attached the share, lotted 
it for sale, and published the usual notice or notifica- 
tion of the intended sale, as required by Ben. Reg. XLV. 
of 1793. This notice, it appeared, was not affixed 
within the Mehal in which the property was situate, but 
at a place called Arryhazara, where the house in which 
the rents of the judgment debtor, Bejoy Kishen Dass, 
were collected, which house was wthin the estate sold, 
and, after some postponements, on the 30th of Januaty, 
1841, the share was put up to public auction in the 
Cutcherry of the Collector. Appellants purchased the 
same for the sum of Rs. 2,105. The sale was after- 
wards confirmed by the Commissioners of Revenue. 

Tn the month of April, 1841, Bejoy Kishen Dass 
commenced summary proceedings under Ben. Reg. 
VII. of 1825, sec. 5, cl. 2, to set aside the sale, by filing 
a petition in the Zillah Court of Dacca before the Prin- 
cipal Sndder Ameen, in which he stated, amongst other 
things, the postponement of the sale from the 23rd to 
the 30th of January, and the sale to the Appellants on 
the last-mentioned date, and alleged, that the price 
fetched at the sale was under the true value of the 
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share, with reference to the sums previously bid for it, 
Lamb and further alleged, that if the share had been sold on 
bkjov the 23rd of January^ a larger sum would have been 
*dass^ obtained for it; and prayed on that ground that the 
sale might be reversed and the share re-sold. 

The Principal Sudder Ameen, before whom the 
summary suit was heard, on the 17th of April, 1841, 
ordered, that the sale should bo set aside and annulled, 
and tliat a re-sale should take place, on the ground 
of irregularity, as tlie sale was not made on the day 
first appointed, and also as the share was, in his opinion, 
sold for an inadequate price. 

The Appellants appealed from this Order to the 
Civil Court of the Zillah of Dacca, and the Judge 
of that Court, Mr, J. F. G. Coolce, by a pro- 
ceeding of that Court, dated the 19th of May, 1841, 
reversed that Order, recording his reasons for so 
doing, as follows: — ‘‘Although the Principal Sudder 
Ameen, on the grounds stated by him, has reversed 
the sale, it does not appear to me that the sale was 
made in contravention of the law or established rules; 
for this reason, that though the sale was made several 
days subsequent to the date fixed, yet the Icyfeut that 
has been recorded on the sale advertisement is not at 
variance with the established rules, nor are the bid- 
dings, made ah initio, and the sale which was con- 
cluded, incorrect according to the provisions of cl. 2, 
sec. 8, and cl. 2, sec. 14, Ben. Reg. XI. of 1882. It was 
not proper for the Collector to demand from Chunder 
Madhuh the amount which he had bid at the first; 
for although the above Regulation has reference to 
arrears of revenue, there is nothing in addition thereto 
stated in Regulation XLV. of 1793. Under these cit- 
cumstances, the Order of the Principal Sudder Anieen, 
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setting aside the sale at which the Appellants pur- 
chased the property, is not proper; for this reason, 
the Order of the Principal Sudder Ameeu being 
reversed, it is ordered that a copy of this proceeding 
be forwarded to the Principal Sudden Amcbh, who is 
to consider the auction purchase of the Appellants as 
confirmed, and give intimation thereof to the Collector.” 

Bejo^ Kishen Dass appealed to the Sudder Dewanmj 
Admvlnt at Calcutta, against this Order, and upon the 
hearing Sudder Court held, that nothing irregular had 
taken place in respect to the sale, and confirmed the 
Order appealed from. 

The Appellants were put into possession of the 
share so purchased by them, on the confirmation of 
the sale by the Commissioners of Revenue, and con- 
tinued in uninterrupted possession for about eleven 
years, until the 23rd of March, 1852, when the 
Respondent, Bejoy Kishen Dass, alone of the seve- 
ral co-sharers, commenced the suit in forma pauperis, 
out of which this appeal arose, by filing a plaint in 
the Zillah Court of Dacca against the Appellants, 
as auction purchasers, and the decree-holders, and 
also against his own co-sharers, as Defendants, to 
set aside the sale to the Appellants, and to 
obtain possession of his own proportion of the 
share sold; with mesne profits. The plaint staled, 
that the sale was illegal, having been made in con- 
travention of the existing laws and practice ; and 
then set forth, in particular, two several alleged 
irregularities in the conduct of the sale, having refer- 
ence to the notification and publication thereof 
First, that the notice of the sale was not published 
at the locality of the property sold, as prescribed by 
sec. 12, Ben. Reg. XLV. of 1793. Secondly, that the 
name of one Shah Newas Khan, as a decree-holder, 
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was irregularly inserted in the sale notification, 
instead of the names of the decree-holders; and also 
that it was published in Kisnmi Arryliazara, which 
place was included in another Talooh, Maliadeh Roy, 
instead of at the estate sold; and that for those 
causes the sale ought to be reversed, agreeably to 
the provisions of cl. i, sec. 5, Ben. Eeg. VIL of 1825. 
The plaint also stated, that the Appellants had been 
in possession of the estate, and in enjoyment of 
the profits thereof, since the Order of the Judge of 
the Zillah Court in the summary proceedings, and 
that the Plaintiff’s co-sharers had colluded with 
him, and, as they had not sued for the reversal of 
their respective proportions of the share, he had no 
other alternative but to institute the suit against the 
auction-purchasers, and the decree-holders. 

The Appellants, the principal Defendants, by 
their answer, set forth the summary proceedings 
and the decrees of the Zillah Court and Sudder 
Dewanny Adawlut, insisting that by the latter de- 
cree it had been judicially decreed that there had been 
no irregularity in the conduct of the sale, according 
to the rules and practice of those Courts, and it was 
by the answer pleaded, with reference to the two 
grounds of irregularity set forth in the plaint, that they 
were of no avail, because the names of Dillawur Allee 
Gholam Ensnff and others, were written in the place 
of the decree-holders in the notification, which was 
duly published at the Plaintiff’s house at Arryhazara, 
in which was the principal collection Cutcherry 
(office) of the estate sold, and which being the fact, 
the sale could not on that account be considered 
to have been illegally held, especially as the Plaintiff 
urged no objection as regarded the publication of 
the notification in the summary petition which he 



ON APPEAL FROM THE EAST INDIES. 


433 


presented for the reversal of the sale. The answer 
also asserted the regularity of the Collector's i^roceed- 
ings in postponing and adjourning the sale from day 
to day, and referred to a Circular Order of the Stidder 
Dewaniiy Adaivlut of the 17th of ,Tuly, 1846, to show 
that the Collector’s proceedings were in accordance 
with what is stated in that Circular Order as the 
established practice ; the answer moreover stated, 
that on the day of sale the property was publicly bid 
for and sold at the Cidcherry, in the presence of many 
people, and the Appellants purchased it in conse- 
quence of no other person having bid liigher ; and 
they sul)mitted that, in such a case, Ihe allegation that 
the property was sold a( an inadequate price could not 
be a ground for the reversal of the sale. 
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The Plaintiff filed documentary proofs. Amongst 
these was a copy of the report of the 'Nazir of 
the Collectorate, dated the loth of January, 1841, 
whicli stated that he had published two notifications 
of the sale through the Peon at Kismut Arryha- 
zara, where the above property was situate, and that 
he had submitted to the Collector, the Peon's return 
and soornthals (certificates) of certain persons resident 
in (lie neighbourhood of the publication of the notifica- 
tion. The return of the Peon who served these notifi- 
cations was also put in evidence and which was as fol- 
lows: — “ Two notifications were delivered to me. No 
person on the part of the decree-holder having pointed 
out the locality of TaJooka Kasheo Paw Rae, but having 
pointed out Kiswuf Arryhazara as the locality of the 
aforesaid Talook and Zemindary, the notification was 
published in the house of debtors (Bejoy Kishen and 
others, judgment debtors aforesaid, having been pre- 
viously menlioned in this return), in the presence of 
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Kawul Kishen Shaha. Kishen CkowJceedar, and others, 
inhabitants of Arryhazara, and I have brought up a 
sooruthal of the said persons.” The Appellants’ wit- 
nesses proved that the principal Cutcherry for the col- 
lection of the rents of the share of the Respondent, 
Bejoy Kishen Dass, was in his own dwelling-house, 
at the time when the sale notification of the share 
was there published by the Peon of the Collectorate. 
No evidence was offered by the Respondent to 
contradict the facta proved by the Appellants, 
that tlie notification of tlie then intended sale was in 
due time published at bis own dwelling-house, being 
(he office also for the collection of the rents of his 
share, or to show that he had not notice of such in- 
tended sale ; or that he had ever at any time ob- 
jected to such publication, or had done otherwise in 
respect thereof than acquiesce in the propriety of 
the publication up to the time of filing his plaint, 
eleven years after the sale. 

The hearing of the suit took place before the Prin- 
cipal Sitdder Ameen of the Zillah of Dacca, and on 
the 6th of Pehruary, 1854, he pronounced his decree, 
in which, after disposing of the two first issues, by 
declaring that they do not operate as a bar to the 
suit, he decreed against the claim of the Respond- 
ent, as follows: — “In the trial of the third issue 
it is held, that although it has appeared that the 
Plaintiff has stated several objections as regards the 
incorrectness of the sale, yet not one is worthy of 
credence ; because the first objection is, that in con- 
travention of section 12, Regulation XLV. of 1793, 
the sale notification was not published at the estate to 
be sold. Now, it is no secret, that the object of pub- 
lishing the notification at the property to be sold- is, 
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that the proprietors of and persons connected with 
the property put up for sale may come to the know- 
ledge of the sale ; and. this object is attained by the 

^ publication of the notification at a place where many 
persons of that locality collect, such, for instance, as 
the principal village Ciitcherry, Bazar, &c. In sec- 
tion 8, Act IV. of 1846 (which has been enacted in 
elucidation of the aforesaid section 12), it is enacted, 
that the sale notification is to be published at a con- 
spicuous place on the property, attached or contiguous 
to it: therefore, without doubt, by the term, ‘ principal 
village,’ as stated in section 12 aforesaid, is meant 
such a locality of the land to be sold where many 
people reside ; and from copy of the report of Bintyo 
Chunder Bose, Nazir of the Collectorate, dated the 
15th of January, 1841, it is clear, that the sale notifi- 
cation was published at the house of the Plaintiff, the 
proprietor of the property to be sold, and hung up at 
the Thannah of Roopgunge ; and from the evidence of 
six of the witnesses of the Defendants, it is esta- 
blished, that the Plaintiff’s house was close to the 
collection Gutcherry of the estate to be sold ; there- 
fore, in my judgment, according to the intent of that 
section, the publication of the notification at the 
collection Gutcherry of the Plaintiff’s dwelling-house 
was sufficient. This view is supported by the Sudder 
Dewanny report, cUited the 7th of July, 1853, in the 
case of Eknatoos JPanioty v. Shepherd, in which it was 
held, that the publication of the notification at the 

X 

^ debtor’s house is to be considered sufficient. The 
other objection is, that in place of the names of the 
decree-holders, the name of Shah Newaz Khan was 
inserted in the sale notification ; but looking at the 
^opy of the notification, the name of Shah Newaz 
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Khan does not appear ; rather it is evident from the 

report and proceeding of the Collector, dated the 30th 

of January, 1841, that the names of the decree-holders 

were written in the original notification, and that the 

sale in the case of the execution of the decree of the 

decree-holders was conducted with great regularity: 
therefore, this decree must be adjudged to be entirely 

false. The third objection is, that the Collector not 
having made the sale on the 23rd of January, 1841, 
the date fixed, sold the property on the 30th of 
January, or seven days afterwards, in contravention 
of law. Now, on looking at the copies of the notifi- 
cation and the proceeding of the ('Ollector, it appears, 
that for want of time the sale was not made by him 
on the 23rd of January, but that he recorded a lyfeni 
of the cause of each day's postponement on the back 
of the sale notification, as prescribed by the sale laws, 
and held the sale on the 30th of January ; therefore, 
this objection is considered groundless, as the Plaintiff 
has not submitted any reason to prove the illegality 
of the sale. The fourth objection is, that in contra- 
vention of section 13, Regulation XLV. of 1793, the 
estate was re-sold, without the publication of a fresh 
notification, on the 30th of January. On looking at 
the section aforesaid, it appears, that in the event of 
the auction purchaser not depositing the earnest- 
money, the sale is to be made ah initio ; but the 
Plaintiff has submitted no precedent to prove that 
the words ah initio, as stated in the aforesaid section, 
means the publication of a fresh notification. It is 
ordained in section 5, Act IV. of 1846, which explains 
the aforesaid section 13, that in the event of the 
earnest-money not being paid, the property is to be 
forthwith re-sold : therefore, the woi’ds, ah initio, used 
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in yec. 13, and in lieu of which the word ‘forthwith’ 
is inserted in section 5 aforesaid, means that the first 
sale is to be held as never having taken place, and 
having had no existence ; and a second sale is to be 
held according to the injunction in the said first noti- 
fication, in the same way as if the property were sold 
for the first time ; and, in the said second sale, all the 
compliances of a first sale are to be carried into effect. 
Besides, the orders for attachment and publication of 
the sale notification are passed prior to the sale, and 
not subsequent to it. Objections hfth, sixth, and 
seventh, relating to the property having been sold at 
an inadequate price, and to the Collector having re- 
jected the petition of the decree-holders to stop the 
sale, are considered worthless, as tliey do not in any 
way show cause for the sale being invalid, because by 
no law can inadequacy of price be considered a cause 
for rendering a sale incorrect ; and without an Order 
from the Civil Court the Collector had no power to stop 
the sale, so that his rejection of the decree-holders’ peti- 
tion could afford no ground for holding the sale irregu- 
lar. In short, there do not appear to be any grounds 
for saying that there was any irregularity in the sale ; 
and this action seems to be improper, and instituted for 
the purpose of giving trouble, because, from the com- 
mencement, i.e. from the attachment and sale, the 
Plaintiff has instituted several summary suits, and after- 
wards instituted an action on a kubala through Radha 
Kishorct claiming on it the reversal of the sale, and 
which he maintained up to the S udder Dewanny ; 
and after that this worthless plaint is brought in 
forma pauper in, for the purpose of ruining the decree- 
holders, and harassing the auction-purchasers.” And 
it was accordingly ordered, that the suit be dismissed. 

The Eespoudent, Bejoy Kinhen Dasa, appealed to 
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the Sndder Deivanny Adawlut at Calcutta from this 
decree. 

The appeal was heard before ]\Iessrs. Raikes, Colvin, 

mid Sconce. Tlie Judges differed in opinion. Messrs. 

Raikes and Colvin were of opinion, that the decree of 

the Court below ought to be reversed and the sale 

annulled. Their recorded judgment was as follows: — 

“It is admitted by both parties that the sale notice 

was published by affixing it to the Plaintitf’s house 

at Arryhazava ; the points for determiiiation are, 

whether Arryhazava, the village where Plaintiff has his 

dwelling-house, is within the property advertized for 

sale, and if not, whether the publication of the notice 

at that place fulfils the requirements of the law, as held 

to be the case by the Lower Court. We observe that 

it was clearly and distinctly averred by the Plaintiff, in 

his plaint, that the notice was not published on the 

spot, as required by section 12, Ben. Reg. XLV. of 

1793, but at the village of Arryhazara, in Talook, 
Mahadeb Roy ; it is also shown by the return of the 

Peon who affixed the notice of sale at the residence 
of the Plaintiff, that the notice was served in that 
manner, while the Defendants have not in their 
answer alleged, that Arryhazara is within the pre- 
cincts of the Mehal, but have contended for the 
legality of the publication, as having been made at 
the dwelling-house of the Plaintiff, where the col- 
lecting Cutcherry was also situated. It has, however, 
been urged in this Court that the Mehal sold con- 
sisted of a fractional portion of Pergunnah, Oottur 
Shah pore, within which Pergunnah, Arryhazara is 
situated, and that it is consequently a village of the 
Mehal sold, and service of notice at that place was, 

therefore,, a sufficient service to protect the sale. It 
has been, however, explained, and the explanation 
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stands uucoutradicted, that the MeliaL advertizsed I'or 
sale is called Duftera Lukhcenariait and Kii>heura7}i 
Royy consisting oi* 10 annas 13 gundas 1 couree and 
1 kraut of Pergunnah, Oottur Shahpore, and that the 
remaining portion of the Pergunnah constitutes a dis- 
tinct and separate Mekal under the name of Talook, 
Mahadeb Hog, within whicii, and not within Duftera 
Lukheenarian and Kishenram Royy the village of 
Arryhazara lies. The return of the Peon who served 
the notice distinctly states that, as no one on the part 
of the decree-holder pointed out to him the locality 
of Talookf Kishenram Roy, he affixed it at the resi- 
dence of the debtors in ArryhazarUf Talook Mahadeb 
Roy, Now, it is clearly incumbent on the Defendants 
to deny or to controvert this part of the case, whereas 
they have not attempted to meet Plaintiff’s averments, 
further than by tendering evidence to show that the 
collecting Cuichcrry of the Plaintiff was held at the 
place where he resided, and by pleading that the 
publication of the notice at that place met ail the 
requirements of the law. We must, therefore, hold 
the finding of the Lower Court to be that the notice 
was published at the dwelling-house of the Plaintiff, 
and that as the Cutcherry of the Plaintiff was at or 
contiguous to their house, the publicity thereby given 
to the sale advertisement was equally as effective as 
if the notice had been published on some spot within 
the Mehal, and the requirement of the law, therefore, 
fully accomplished. The law, however, see sec. 12, 
lieg. XLV. of 1793, under which process of sale was 
held, in this instance admits of no such lax inter- 
pretation. It provides, that publication of the notice 
shall be made at Uhe principal town or village in 
the lands to be sold,* and although we are of opinion. 
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that the length of time which has elapsed since the 
sale was made would fairly entitle the Defendants to 
be relieved from the burthen of proving that the 
place selected for publishing the notice was ‘the 
principal town or village in the lands sold,’ we do 
jiot think we can pass over the fact made evident in 
this case tliat the place of publication was not in the 
lands at all, or judicially determine that some other 
kind of notice was substituted for that specified 
and directed by the law. We must, therefore, in 
conformity with former precedents (see the case Of 
liauee Moradun, v. Musaiimat Hoop Kowiir, 3rd October, 
1844, Vol. A^IL, p. 184, Select Reports, and case of 
Brijlol Oopadhya, Petitioner, 1st August, 1850, Sum- 
mary Reports, and without reference to the lapse of 
time, Plaintiff being within the period allowed by law, 
Jiold that the informal publication of the notice 
vitiates the sale and renders it necessary that we 
should reverse the judgment of the Lower Court, and 
cancel the sale. It is, therefore, ordered, that the 
judgment of the Principal Sudder Ameen be reversed, 
and the sale annulled. Let possession be decreed to 
the Appellant on depositing the amount of purchase- 
money, without interest, within the period of one 
year from this date ; but in consideration of the time, 
nearly twelve years, which elapsed before bringing the 
suit, the purchasers will not be called upon to account 

for (see case of Musst Ram Mulla and others, Ap- 

% _ 

pellants, v. Mohummud Idrak and others. Respondents, 
decided 4th September, 1850) wasilat during his pos- 
session previous to date of suit. Let the Appellant 
receive from the Defendants, who are the Respondents, 
the costs of this Court, according to the account pre- 
pared by the khurchanuvees, together with interest 
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thereon from this date to the date of realization; and 
for the costs incurred in the Zillah, and let a petition be 
preferred to the Zillah Court, from whence an Order 
will be passed for payment agreeably to the purport 
of the Circular Order, dated the 4th March, 1836.’’ 

The dissentient Judge, Mr. A. Sconce, stated the 
grounds of his difference of opinion with the majority 
of the Court, and of his reasons that the decree of the 
Zillah Court ought to have been affirmed, in these 
terms: — “It is with very great difficulty that I form 
a definite opinion upon the point now before us. AVc 
are required by the Plaintiff, whose suit was insti- 
tuted in March, 1852, to set aside an execution 
sale made on the 30th ot J amiary, 1841, and the 
first ground set forth by the Plaintiff for quashing 
the sale is, that the publication of the intended 
sale had not been made, as provided by sec. 12, 
^ Reg, XLV. of 1793, in the principal town or village 
in the lands to be sold. So far as we can judge 
of the facts from the evidence submitted to us, it 
appears that notification of the sale was published in 
Mouzah, Arryhazara; that this village did not form 
part of the estate sold, but that as the residence of 
the judgment debtor and the Cutcherry at which, by 
his tenantry, his rents were paid to him, were situated 
within this village, the requisitions of the law were 
presumed to be complied with by notifying the in- 
tended sale there. Reg. XLV. of 1793, declares what 
forms should be followed previous to sale, but it does 
not contain any provision for setting aside sales on 
the ground of informality. The only assistance fur- 
nished in our law for the determination of such ques- 
tions when they should arise is cL i., sec. 5, Reg. Vll.' 
of - 1825. A doubt had arisen, whether illegal sales 
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could be summarily annulled by the Civil Courts 
without a regular suit, and accordingly by this Regu- 
lation it was provided, that if within one month after 
the sale any material deviation from the mode of sale 
prescribed by the Regulation was brought before the 
Court ordering the sale, it was competent to that 
authority to declare the sale to be null and void. 
Here then the rule for the Courts to follow in dis- 
cussing alleged irregularities in the sale proceedings, 
is to determine whether or not the deviation alleged to 
have occurred be a material deviation from the mode 
of sale laid down in the law. It is not only a devia- 
tion, but a material deviation, that by Regulation VIL 
of .182o our Courts are required to look to, and I 
apprehend that the fair construction of these words 
is, that the irregularity in each case complained of 
should be shown to have materially, or, as I would 
understand, prejudicially affected the completed sale, 
it may be said, that such a construction of the law is 
too indeterminate, and furnishes no definite rule of 
action for the disposal of such cases as the present; 
but it seems to be the manifest purpose of the law 
not to declare absolutely that the omission of any 
one form constituted an illegal sale, but to leave it for 
the Courts to consider in each case whether or not 
the non-compliance with any specific form was a 
material evasion of the law. In this case, as 1 have 
said, the suit was instituted more than eleven years 
after the sale objected to occurred. So far the 
Plaintiff may not unjustly be held not to have con- 
sidered the asserted flaw to have been material to 
his interests, or he would have asserted it sooner. 
Besides, though the Plaintiff did by summary petition 
in the Zillah and in the Sadder Court contest the 
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validity of the sale iimuediately on its completion, he 
took no objection to the Mofussil notification. Here, 
again, 1 conclude, is evidence that the Plaintiff was 
not conscious that any material defect in the sale had 
arisen from an inexact service of the notification at 
his place of business. And, further, though I am far 
from arguing that it is competent to Officers effecting 
sales to substitute forms for those laid down in the 
law, we have in this case evidence that there was no 
intention to evade the law, as, both at the Plaintiff’s 
residence and at the police TJiannahj notifications of 
the intended sale were published. I observe, that 
on the 26th of May, 1853, on the appeal of Har- 
rosoondree and others, a case was decided in this 
Court in which the non-compliance with the forms 
laid down in sec. 12, Keg. XLV. of 1793, was also 
pleaded. By this law, notification of the sales was 
required to be taken in the office of the Secretary of 
the Board of Kevenue, and in that case the plea was 
taken that no such notification had been made. It 
was held, however, that as the Commissioners of 
Revenue, appointed under Reg. I. of 1829, had suc- 
ceeded to the powers of the Board of Kevenue (with 
certain restrictions), it was not to be presumed, witli 
reference to the peculiar constitution of the Cominis 
sioners’ Office, that notifications necessary to be made 
in the Board’s Office should, instead thereof, be made 
in the Commis.sioners’. The appeal decided in 1853 
differs from the present; but so much is inferable from 
that decision, that the Courts are competent to deter- 
mine that the omission to comply with the whole 
forms prescribed by sec. 12, Reg. XLV. of 1793, 
does not necessarily import such an illegality as com- 
pels them to set aside sales, in concluding which the 
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1861. omission may have occurred. Upon the whole, then, 
Lamb 1 niii not satisfied that the Appellant has shown that 

bejov he is entitled to the relief claimed upon the infor- 

mality referred to.*’ 

By the final decree of the majority of the Court it 
was ordered, that the judgment of the Principal 
Hndder Ameen be reversed, and possession decreed, 
without mesne profits, to the Kespondent, Bejoy 
Kisheu Dass, on depositing tlie amount of purchase- 
money, Avithout interest, and that the Appellants 
should pay the costs, with interest from the date of 
their decree. 


The present appeal was from this decree. 

As the Respondent did not appear the appeal was 
heard ex-parte. 

Mr. li. Palmer, Q.C., . (with whom was Mr. 

« 

Leith) for the Appellants. 

It is submitted that this decree cannot be upheld. 
First, the publication of the notification of the in- 
tended sale substantially complied with - the require- 
ments of Ren. Reg. XLV. of 1793, sec. -12. The rents 
were collected ; and paid into the judgment debtors’ 
Cntcherry at Arryhazara, the village at which the notice 
was affixed. No town or village was proved in the evi- 
dence to be on the land sold. Now, the Act, No. IV. 
of 1846, sec. 8, supplies the defect in Ben. Reg. LXV. 
sec. 12, upon this point, by inserting the words, “town 
or village,” which is “nearest the land to be sold.” 
The cases relied upon by the Sudder Court of Ranee 
Moradun v. Miissumat Roop Kou'tir (a), and Mussamat 
Ram Mulla v. Mohammud Idrah (b), do not, there- 

(fl) 7 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 184. (b) 13 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 462. 
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fore, apply. There is no provision in the Regula- 
tions declaring a sale by public auction in execution lamb 
^ of a decree, null and void, or liable to be set aside, in bejoy 
consequence of any irregularity on the part of the ^dass.^ 
Government Collector or * hi§. subordinate Officer in 
the publication of the notification of the intended 
sale. Secondly, the Respondent elected to take his 
remedy under the summary suit given by Ben, Reg. 

VTT. of 1825, sec. 5, cl. 1, to set aside such sale, and it 
ought to have been satisfactorily established by the 
Respondent, that the irregularity complained of in the 
present suit, involved a material deviation in the 

i 

mode prescribed by the Regulations for publishing an 

intended sale, which was not done. There is no 

. • 

allegation in the plaint that there was any other town 
or place where the notification ought to have been 
► made. The Plaintiff failed altogether to establish that 
fact ; but the circlimstances detailed, and the conduct 
of the Respondent with respect to his former sum- 
mary suit, and his other proceedings before the Col- 
lector, has the effect of waiving or curing the irregu- 
larity, if any existed, in the publication of the notice of 
the intended sale now complained of. Another objection 
is, that his conduct showed that he acquiesced in the 
mode of publishing the notice, adopted, under the 
circumstances, by the subordinate Officers of the Col- 
lector, as shown by their reports and returns made 
and filed at the time in the Collectorate. Lastly, the 
J/ Appellants, hona fide purchasers for valuable con- 
sideration, at the sale by the Collector, have been in 
possession for eleven years under that sale; and even 
if the Respondent had proved any injury or damage to 
him, by reason of the alleged irregularity on the part 
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of that Officer, which, however, he did not attempt to 
do, his remedy in law would have been against that 
person, and not against the Appellants. 

Their Lordships, without calling upon Mr. Leith, 
pronounced judgment, as fallows, by 

The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown:— 

We consider the decree of the Court below erro- 
neous. 

It has not been made out to our satisfaction 
that tliere was any town or village within the Per- 
ffuunah at which notice could have been given. The 
notification posted at the principal Respondent’s 
house does not, in our opinion, constitute a material 
irregularity with the provisions of the Regulation cited 
before us ; at all events, if there was an irregularity, 
it ought to have been brought before the Court below 
at the time of the summary suit and taken advantage 
of then. The judgment appealed from must be re- 
versed. 


s 
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Golaub Koonwurree Bebee - - - 

"4 AND 

Eshan Chunder Chowdhooree, 

and others 


On appeal from the Fludder Deicavny Adawlnt at 

Calcutta, 

Heard ex-part e. 

Hindu lau' — tVilt — CMtxirvction — Power of ereeuior io charpc the 
estate — Ovardinv — Debt i7icurred by — Xatificaiion by minor after coming 
of age — Effect.* 

A Hindoo Testator, by his Will empowered liis Executor and guardian 
of his infant cliildren, who was also manager of his Zemindary, to 
charge the same for payment of debts and advances during his children’s 
minority, and dij*eeted that when the children came of age they should re* 
pay the amount raised. The Executor borrowed of a Ba)iking firn) money 
for payment of Government revenue, and gave Bonds charging tlie Ze^ 
mindary with tlie sums so borrowed. On the children coming of age 
they executed a Kistbundy for repayment by instalments, of the amount 
then due. This instrument they aherwards repudiated, and on a suit 
being brought against them by the lender upon the Kisthundy, in de- 
fence they not only denied the existence of the Bond, but charged the 
lender with fraudulently colluding with the Executor in obtaining the 
loan, and granting a lease to a nominee of the lender at an inadequate 
rent. Held, — 

First, that the Executor had jmwer under the Will to charge the 
Zemindary with advances made for the purposes of the Zemindary. 

Secondly, that, as a question of fact, the Kisthundy was established. 

Thirdly, that the remedy of the Defendants w'as to have instituted a 
suit against their guardian for an account, charging collusion between 
him and the lender, so as to investigate the transactions which had taken 
pla^ and ascertain wliat was the amount due. 

The Appellant in this case brought an action to 
recover the sum of Rs. 25,119 5 a. 3 p., the amount 
of principal and interest due on a Kisthundy, or in- 
stalment bond. 


Appellant, 


Respondents.'* 


•Present: Menibers of the Judicial Committee , — The Right Hon. 
Lord Kiiigsdown, the Right Hon. the Ijord Justice Knight Bruce, 
the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right Hon. the Lord 
Jnstioe Tamer. 

Aateasor , — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel. 
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The facts of the case were as follows: — 

The late Anuvd Chunder Chotvdhooree, a Hindoo 
inhabitant of Fuftehpore, in the Province of Bengal, 
Zemindar of a S-annas share of ChuMa Fnttehpore, 
in Zillah, Rungpore, left six sons, minors, of whom 
the Respondents were the survivors (the others 
having died minors and unmarried), having first made 
a Will, whereby he appointed Hvrrokanf Bhut- 
iacharjee, his spiritual guide, since deceased, the 
sole Executor and trustee, as Avell as appointing 
him manager of his Zemindary, until the Testa- 
tor \s sons should attain majority, when he directed 
all his real and personal estate to be equally 
divided among them. The Will also contained the 
following direction: — “If, in the event of a deficiency 
of money on any account, and incurring of loan, 
according to occasions be necessary, you \sall, accord- 
ing to custom, borrow from creditors, which will be 
repaid from the profits of the Zenmidary. If this be 
not done, and the minors become of age, then those 
sons of mine shall repay the debts of the creditors ; 
and on their failure to do so the same shall be realized 
from the said estates.” 

Hurrokant Bkuttacharjee accordingly took upon 
himself the execution of the trusts of the Will, as 
Executor, and entered upon and took the sole ma- 
nagement of the Testator’s Zemindary, and, in March, 
1848, finding the collections of rent insufficient to 
supply the whole amount then payable to Government 
for revenue on account of the Zemindary, borrowed 
the sum of Rs, 2,937 from a Kotee or banking-house 
carried on for the benefit of the Appellant, which sum 
he applied in payment of the Government revenue. He 
afterwards borrowed from the Appellant three other 
sums of money, under similar circumstances, and for 
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the same object, amounting' in the whole to the sum 
of Rs. 16,444. 8a. For these respective sums eight 
Tmnsools (bonds) were severally duly executed by the 
Executor to secure the repayment of these principal 
moneys and interest. 

The Respondents attained their majority in 1851, 
when they entered into possession of the Zemhiflartf, 
when the Appellant demanded payment of the 
amount due ; and, in the month of July, 1861, an 
adjustment of accounts took place, when the sum of 
Rs. 22,294. 10 a. 11 p. was found to be due from 
them to the Appellant for principal and interest foi' 
the moneys so advanced. 

The Respondents being unable to pay the whole 
amount at once, it was agreed, that they should 
pay down Rs. 294. 10 a. 11 p., and grant 
the Appellant a Kisthundy (instalment bond) to 

secure the balance, with interest. Accordingly, 
on the last-mentioned date, a bond was executed 
by the Respondents respectively, in favour of the 
Appellant. This instrument recited the facts 
above mentioned, including the borrowing of the 
several sums, and the execution of the bonds, 
and the amount of the balance of principal and 
interest found due on the adjustment of the ac- 

counts as aforesaid. The Kisthundy then provided 
for the payment of the same by the Respond- 
ents, together with interest at 12 per cent, per 

annum, by instalments, in various fixed amounts, and 
at various fixed dates in each year between the year 
1258 B.E. (1851—1852 a.d.), and the year 1272 

B.E. (1866 — 67), both inclusive ; and the Kisthundy 
then declared, that if four successive instalments 

shoidd be in arrear, the Appellant was empowered to 
realize at once the whole sum then remaining due, 
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with interest. The Kisthundy concluded with a clause 
hypothecating the Zemindary and other immovable 
property of the Respondents, to secure the repay- 
ment of the moneys, with interest. 

This instrument was registered in the public register 
office for deeds in the Zillah, Rungpore, by Juggurnath 
SiTcat'f the H^ookter, under a Mooktemamalif or power 
of attorney, signed by the Respondents for that pur- 
pose. The Mooktermviah recited the execution by 
them of the Kisthundy ^ to secure the amount due 
under the documents granted by the Executor on 
account of payments made in respect of the Govern- 
ment revenue payable on the Zemindary. 

The Respondents paid to the Appellant, on account 
of principal and interest under the Kisthundy, in 
various amounts and at various dates, in con- 
formity with the requirements of the deed in that 
behalf, the sum of Rs. 800, on account of principal, 
and Rs. 600, on account of interest. The Respondents, 
liowever, having made default, and more than four of 
the instalments of the Kisthundy having fallen into 
arrear, the Appellant brought an action against the Re- 
spondents in the Civil Court of Zillah, Rungpore. 
The plaint, after stating in detail the facts above 
mentioned, stated and charged that, after crediting 
and deducting the part payments aforesaid, the 
Respondents were indebted, on the day previously 
to the date of the plaint, the sum of Rs. 21,200, 
on account of the whole balance of the principal, and 
Rs. 3915. 5 a. and 3 p. on account of interest, making 
together the aggregate sum of Rs. 25,119. 5 a. 3 p., 
the amount she sought to recover by her suit. 

The answer of the two first of the Respondents 
stated, that the third Respondent, Hurro Chunder 
Ckowdhooree, had gone on a pilgrimage before the 
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oommencement of the suit, and had not then re- 
turned. The answer then charged, that the claim 
of the Appellant, as well as the grounds and state- 
ments thereof, were all invalid, for that neither 
was any money due by them, nor had they ever 
executed any Kisthxmdy for the same ; and that the 
Appellant liad fabricated that deed. The answer 
admitted the registration of the Kisthinidy, but endea- 
voured to throw suspicion upon it by alleging, that 
the Mookfer who presented it for registration was a 
stranger to the Kespondonts. The answer then 
stated, that the Executor had held the collection 
office for the rents of the Zemindary in the Appel- 
lant’s*^ Ao/cc, (fr banking house at Binigpore, from the 
year 1255 b.e. (1848-9 a.u.), when the Respond- 
ents reached their majority ; that the Appellant’s 
cash-keeper, Hurree PersJtad TeivarreOy made collec- 
tions, and performed other affairs of their Zemwdary, 
receiving a salary of Rs. 10 monthly in the name of 
his son ; and that after the payment of the Govern- 
ment revenue and other expenses, the amount of 
profit used to be kept in deposit in this Appellant’s 
KoUe ; that no loans were contracted on account of the 
Government revenue, the Zemindary, as they alleged, 
having returned a large profit, and there being, 
therefore, no necessity to borrow money either before 
or after their father’s death ; and that either the 
Executor was acting in collusion with the Appellant, 
or the Appellant without his knowledge appropriated 
the surplus profit, and prepared the false Tumsooks or 
bonds, and the Kisthnndy, and had, four months after 
the death of the Executor, brought the present action. 
The answer further stated, that the Appellant had, in 
collusion with the Executor, obtained a farming lease 
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of the Zem'mdary, in the name of the cash-keepetj 

Hnrree Pershad Tewarree, at a very low rent, from 

the vear 1258 to 1266 b.k. 

% 

The replication charged, that by large outgoings, 
some of wliich were especially referred to, the Exe- 
cutor and trustee was under the necessity of borrow- 
ing the moneys in question from the Appellant's 
Kofee, for the payment of the Government revenue ; 
and submitted, that under the Will the Executor and 
trustee was empowered to borrow the moneys, and 
that the Respondents, after attaining majority, were 
bound to pay the same ; and that, on their failing to 
do so, the same was to be realized from the Zemindary, 
on which the moneys borrowed were a charge ; and 
it was averred, that the statement as to the lease 
of the Zemindary was false, and that the Appellant 
never took the Zemindary under lease, nor advised 
any other person to do so. 

A great many witnesses were examined, the nature 
and effect of whose evidence is stated in the judg- 
ment of the Sadder Ameen. 

The hearing of the suit took place before the Prin- 
cipal Sadder Ameen {Sreejoot Nmeerooddeen Ma- 
l\omed)y who pronounced a decree in favour of 
the claim of the Appellant, as follows: — “First: 
From the depositions of Jnggunnath Sircar and the 
Defendants’ relation, Hnrro Gobind Sen, whom 
the Defendants have admitted in their answer 
to be another Moolter of theirs, as well from the 
depositions of the witnesses to the Kisfbundy in ques- 
tion, viz. Bahadoor Singh, Bold Nath Tewarree, Ram 
Nath Doss, and LaUa Hurruch Chund, tenants of the^ 
Defendants, and also from the evidence of the other 
witnesses, Lolenath Sircar, Dtuarka Nath Dass, and 
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others, it has been satisfactorily proved, that the De- 
fendants executed the Kistbimdy aforesaid under their 
respective signatures, in consideration of the afore- 
said sum borrowed by their Executor, as well as the 
amount which the Plaintiff paid on account of De- 
fendants' debts, and also the amount which they had 
borrowed themselves, together with interest thereon, 
after deduction of the amount repaid, and gave a 
special Mookternamah in the names of their Moolc- 
ters, Jiiggimnath Sircar, Bog Gobhifl Duff, and 
Hurro Gobind Sen, in order to get the Kisfhundy 
registered ; that they got the Mookternamah at- 
tested through another Mookfer of theirs, Kandoora, 
and by the evidence of the witnesses thereof, viz. 
Hurrtick Chundro and Bussool Mahomed, who are 
their tenants and dependants, that they got the Kist- 
hundy registered through their tenant and Mookter, 
Juggunnath Sircar, one of the Mookters mentioned 
in the Mookternamah. The writer of the Kistbundy, 
Deb Nath Banerjea, who is a servant of the Defendants, 
has declared that it was he who wrote the Kistbundy. 
From the copy which the Plaintiff has produced of 
the Mookternamah, dated the 16th Bysack, 1259 
Bengalee year, bearing the signatures of the Defend- 
ants, filed in the settlement case brought in the Col- 
lectorate, it appears that Juggunnath Sircar, who got 
the Kistbundy registered, was the Defendants' Mook- 
ter, in conjunction with the individual whom the De- 
fendants have admitted in their answer to be their 
Mookter, and also in conjunction with their maternal 
uncle, Roy Gobind Dutt, and others. From copy of 
the Mooktertiamah, dated 10th Bhadon, 1258 Ben- 
galee year, bearing the Defendants' signature, it up- 
pers that Kafidoora, who had produced the Mook- 
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ternamali to get the Kistbundy registered, was the 
Defendants’ appointed Mookter in conjunction with 
their beforementioned other Mookter. From the copy 
of the Mookteniamah dated the 23rd Maugh, 1257 
Bengalee year, bearing* the Defendants’ signatures, it 
appears that Lalla Uurruck Chand Doss was a wit- 
ness of the Mookternnmah, regarding the registration 
of the Defendants’ names, and had given his evi- 
dence. Hence the Defendants’ plea that the said 
individuals, though composed of their tenants, old 
servants, and relations, are strangers, appears to be 
false and untrue. That the sum of Es. 16,444. 8a. 
mentioned in the eight bonds, bearing the signature 
of the Defendants’ Executor, filed by the Plaintiif, 
was paid on account of the Government revenue of 
the Defendants’ Zemindary from the year 1254 up to 
1257 Bengalee year, is satisfactorily proved from the 
Collector’s attested copies, filed by the Plaintiif, of the 
twenty-two chellans, etc., bearing the signature of 
their (Defendants’) Executor, in which chellans that 
sum is stated, to have been borrowed from and paid 
into the Collectorate through the Plaintiif ’s Kotee. 
That the Plaintiff’s Mookter paid Es. 2,950, on ac- 
count of the Government revenue of the Defendants’ 


Zemndanj for the Bengalee year 1257 is satisfac- 
torily proved from the dakhilla bearing the seal and 
signature of the Collector, given in the name of the 
Plaintiff’ ’s servant, with a mention of payment being 
made through the Plaintiff’s Kotee, and also from 
the copy of the Petition which the Mookter, Roy 
Gobind Duit, had filed in the name of the Executor 


by his own pen, admitting that the sum (Es. 2,950) 
was paid by the Plaintiff’s servant, and these facts 
have been corroborated by the Plaintiff’s khattak 
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which have been produced and duly proved, and 
wherein it is mentioned that the aforesaid sums are 
due by the Defendants, but nothing is due to them. 
The Defendants cannot bring any objection to this. 
That the Defendants borrowed Rs. 350, by giving 
rookha (note), as mentioned in the Kisibiindpf has not 
been proved like the above. From the copy which 
the Plaintiff has filed of the Wuseeutnainahj which 
the Defendant’s father executed in the name of their 
Executor, Hurrokant BJudtacharjee, it appears that 
the Executor was authorized to contract loans, and 
that the liability of the loans contracted by him 
would attach to the Defendants as well as to their Ze- 
niindary. Such being the case, the Defendants’ plea 
that the Executor was not authorized to contract 
loans appears to be utterly false. When the Kist- 
hundy and its registration have been proved by the 
Defendants’ relations, servants, and others, as well as 
by other witnesses, and when it has been proved that 
the amounts mentioned in the Kisthundy have been 
paid on account of the Government revenue of the 
Defendants’ Zeinindaryj and that they (the Defend- 
ants) are liable to pay the debts contracted by their 
Executor, then there is no doubt that the Defendants 
are liable to pay the disputed money. Tlie Defend- 
ants’ servant, Deb Nath Bondopadhya, the writer of 
the Kisibundy, states, that he went to some other 
place after he had written the Kisthundy, and did not 
see the Defendants put their signatures on the same. 
The witness, Emamdee, states, that the Kistbundy was 
executed, but he did not see the Defendants put their 
signatures on the same. The Defendants’ tenant, 
Nara Dinuftery, who is one of the subscribing wit- 
nesses to the Kisthundy, states that he did not witness 


1861. 


golaub 

koon- 

WURREE 

Bebee 

V. 

Eshan 

Chunder 

Chow- 

DHOOREE. 



456 


CASES IN TME privy COUNCIL 


i86r. 

Golaub 

Koon* 

WURREE 

Bebee 

V. 

Eshan 

CHUNDER 

CHOW- 

DHOOKEE. 


the Kistbundy. These statements appear to have been 
made by the influence of tlie Defendants. When it 
is considered how the Defendants have stated them- 
selves to be unaware of the terms of the Wuseevi- 
namahy and unacquainted with their own servants and 
others so well known to them, then I cannot con- 
vince myself that any one of their statements is true. 
The Defendants’ plea that the witnesses of the KisU 
huudy are low people and the Plaintiff’s servants, can 
be ot no consequence, when it has been satisfactorily 
proved, as stated above by the evidence of their (the 
Defendants’) relations, &c., that the amount of the 
Kistbnndy was paid into the Collectorate on account 
of the Government revenue due by the Defendants, 
and that the Defendants made over (to the Plaintiff) 
the Kistbundy, after getting it registered by the Ee- 
gister of Deeds through their Mookters, servants, 
tenants, and others. Secondly. The Defendants 
plead, that their Executor had held the collection- 
office of their Zemindary in Plaintiff’s Kotee; that 
the amount of collections of their Zemindary used to 
be deposited at first in the Plaintiff’s Kotee, and then 
out of the same the Government revenue of it used 
to be paid; tliat their Executor and the Plaintiff, 
being in collusion vith each other, appropriated to 
their own use the profits of the Zemindary, and gave 
rise to these frauds ; and that if an account be made 
up and a balance-sheet drawn up with reference to 
real khattas of the Plaintiff’s Kotee, it will appear 
that nothing is due by them. They have also filed 
146 chellans, signed by the Putwarrees of their Zemin- 
dary, and given evidence of the six witnesses, who 
are their Tehsildars, and others, in support of their 
pleas. These proofs cannot vitiate this claim, brought 
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on the registered Kistbundy, which is based on the 
dakhUlas, &c., of the Collectorate, and the bonds 
executed by the Executor, the validity of which has 
been proved, as stated in the first branch of this de- 
cision. The Defendants’ witnesses state, that the 
Executor had appointed one Hurree Pershad Tewarree, 
a servant of the Plaintitf’s Kotee, in the office of super- 
intendant, and, therefore, the amounts of the collec- 
tions of rents used to be sent to him agreeably to the 
direction of the Executor. This circumstance cannot 
prove that the Plaintiff made the collections of rents 
agreeably to her own request. If the Defendants’ 
Executor have practised any fraud, still no investiga- 
tion with regard to the same can take place in this 
suit, which is brought on a Kisthundy given in con- 
sideration of former debts, bonds” &c.~nor can any 
adjustment of accounts of the collections of rents 
made at the Plaintiff’s Kotee be made in this suit. 
If it bo taken for granted that there was no need for 
the Executor to contract loans by giving bonds, owing 
to the amounts of the collections of rents of the De- 
fendants* Zemindary having remained deposited, and 
that the Executor has practised frauds, yet another 
suit is necessary to investigate the loss incurred by 
the Defendants by their Executor’s fraud. When 
there is no doubt that the aforesaid amount of loan 
was paid on account of the Government revenue due 
by the Defendants, and when it has been satisfactorily 
proved that the Defendants executed to the Plaintiff 
the Kisthundy in consideration of the same, then, 
agreeably to the decision of the Sud*der Dewanny 
Adawlut, dated 3rd of February, 1853, in the 
case of Mokataboo, Appellant, as well as that 
dated 26th July of that year, in the case of 
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Prosunno Singh, it is not necessary to hold an in- 
vestigation with regard to the former accounts. 
Lastly, there is no proof relative to the Rs. 350, but I 
am of opinion, that no more proof than the above is 
necessary in order to prove that sum, wlien it has 
been proved as required by Ihav that the Defendants 
executed the Kisthundy, admitting the same to be 
their debt. The four instalments of the Kistbnndy 
having fallen due, the Plaintilf is competent to sue 
for all the instalments agreeably to its terms, as is 
apparent. Out of the witnesses mentioned in the 
second isemnovesee filed by the Defendants, two were 
cited by both parties, and their depositions taken 
down. The Defendants prayed for the issue of a 
subpoena for the attendance of the remaining wit- 
nesses. It appears that the Defendants have made 
this i)rayer Avith no other vicAV than to Avaste time 
uselessly. The Defendants have already given the 
evidence of many Avitnesses, Avhich, however, has 
proved of no advantage to them Avitli regard to the 
point respecting Avhich’they Avish to give the evidence 
of the remaining Avitnesses. The copy filed by the 
Plaintiff of the W useeut'iiamali executed by , the De- 
fendants’ father appears to have been obtained on a 
stamp-paper Avorth eight annas. This is not a prin- 
cipal document in the case, but merely one in support 
of it. Therefore, it is not illegal to have taken it on 
a stamp-paper Avorth eight annas. It is, therefore, 
ordered, that this case be decreed, that the Plaintiff^s 
principal amount, as A\’ell as interest thereon, agree- 
ably to laAA", and all costs of Court, together Avith 
interest on the aggregate amount of the money from 
this day till the day of realization, be aAvarded to the 
plaintiff against the mortgaged property/’ 
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The Respondents appealed from this decree to the 
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut at Calcutta. 

The appeal was heard before Messrs. Colvin, Sconce, 
and Dick, when the two first-mentioned Judges, being 
the majority of the Court, by their judgment, decreed 
that the decree of the Lower Court should be reversed, 
with costs both of the Zillah and Sudder Court. 
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The judgment of Messrs. Colvin and Sconce was as 
follows: — “We are of opinion, that in a case of this 
kind, where a deed is said to have been formally exe- 
cuted in adjustment of previous accounts, some evi- 
dence should have been afforded of the fact of their 
settlement, and that a deed professing to be recogni- 
tion of their settlement should be duly attested. But 
it does not appear from the evidence that such settle- 
ment took place when the Kistbundy was said to have 
been prepared, and the attestation of the deed by wit- 
nesses, two only of whom out of seven signed for 
themselves, is far from satisfactory proof of its exe- 
cution. The writer of the deed also says that ho 
wrote it by desire of the late guardian of the Ap- 
pellants, without their sanction, and that he did not 
see them sign. Moreover, the execution of the power of 
attorney by the Appellants, to register the Kistbundy, 
is very insufficiently established. The chief ^vitness, 
Jugyunnaih Sircar, says it was brought to him as 
coming from them, and he acted upon it, and only 
afterwards was informed by them that they agreed to 
it ; and it was more necessary to have the power 
duly proved, as the Mookternamah for registry was 
not executed till two months, viz., on the 18th Bha- 
doon, 1258, after the date of Kistbundy, viz, 17th 
Assar preceding. The argument of the Respondent 
as to the existence of the old Bonds executed by the 
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guardian, and the payment of revenue through her, 
prove nothing in support of the Kisthundy, upon 
execution of -whicli by Appellants, and not upon the 
acts of the guardian, the suit is founded.” 

The dissentient Judge, Mr. Did', recorded his 
judgment in these terms; — ‘‘ The Plaintiff in this 
case sues the Defendants on an instalment-bond for 
recovery of money lent on seven or eight bonds, and 
to an Executor of their father’s Will, during their 
minority, for the purpose of paying up the revenue 
of their estates, and a small sum borrowed by them- 
selves on note of hand after becoming of age. In 
proof of the claim they produce the subscribing and 
other witnesses to testify to the due execution of the 
instalment-bond, and file the deed ; they file also the 
seven or eight bonds with the signature of the Execu- 
tor, and the note of hand of the Defendants, and docu- 
ments from the Collectorate, showing the sums to 
have been paid up through the Plaintiff’s banking 
concern for revenue of Defendants’ estates. The 
Defendants deny the claim altogether, and rest their 
defence mainly on the improbability of their giving 
such a deed so soon after coming of age, when, too, 
they were disputing with a servant of the Plaintiff’s 
banking concern about a farming lease pui’porting to 
have been given by the Executor for nine years, a 
shor) time before the expiration of their minority ; 
on no accounts having been produced at the time the 
deed was executed ; and on the want of respectability 
of the subscribing vdtnesses to it. The Plaintiff 
lias by three witnesses at least proved the due exe- 
cution of the instalment-bond and the- signatures on 
it of Defendants. The Mookter who got the deed 
registered has distinctly testified that the Defendants 
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themselves told him to get it registered, and there is 
proof that he was in their employ as a Moolcter. On 
the deed are indorsed three separate payments ; one 
by an uncle of Defendants, who was summoned by 
Plaintiff, but would not appear, and the other two 
payments by principal servants of the Defendants. As 
corroborative evidence, the seven or eight bonds on 
which the money was borrowed have been tiled, bear- 
ing the signature of the Executor, and documents 
from the Colleetorate, which are not and cannot be 
impugned, showing that the money borrowed was 
expended in paying up revenue due on Defendants’ 
estates. It is true that the subscribing witnesses to 
the instalment-deed are not of high respectability in 
point of station, but their testimony has been verified 
by persons of higher position, who were present at 
the execution of the deed. On the other hand, the 
signatures on the deed of each of the three Defen- 
dants have not been challenged, nor the signature of 
the Executor on the bonds. The Mookter Avho got 
the deed registered, and the subscribing witnesses to it, 
have several of them been proved to be in the Defen- 
dants’ employ, and to reside on their estate, though 
declared by the Defendants to be utter strangers. The 
Plaintiff has denied that there were any accounts 
to be produced, except the banking-book.s, which 
they have produced, and w'hich have not been im- 
pugned, and Defendants have not filed any accounts 
of the Executor to gainsay what appears in those books 
and is substantiated by the Colleetorate documents. 
The Defendants’ uncle, summoned by the Plaintiff to 
testify to one of the indorsements, would not appear, 
and the Defendants would not summon their two 
servants to testify against the other two indorsements. 
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Here was an admirable opportunity, not accepted, for 
falsifying the deed. The payments indorsed seem to 
liave been made in the lifetime of the Executor ; and 
had the deed been forged, the names of three persons so 
much in the interest of the Defendants would not have 
appeared as the payers, nor would the names of the 
subscribing witnesses have been all, save one, wtitten 
by one person, and the writer of the deed a servant 
of the Defendants. The instalment-deed was written 
while the dispute about the farm was pending in 
the Magis.trate^s Court, and the registry made after 
the EazeenaiYtah, or deed of relinquishment, was filed 
by the farmer. So far, therefore, as that affair is 
connected vith tJie execution of the deed, if the 
farmer were a servant of Plaintiff, probability in 
favour of the deed is more apparent than improba- 
bility, the registry being kept back till the Razee- 
wmah was filed. Lastly, nothing to impugn the 
integrity of the Executor, or of the Plaintiff, on the 
fairness of their dealings witli each other, has been 
adduced. I think, therefore, sufficient proof has been 
produced to establish the due execution and registry 
of the instalment-bond, and nothing of weight to 
throw doubt on that proof. On being asked by me 
in Court liow tlie bonds of the Executor remained with 
the Plaintiff after execution of the instalment-deed, it 
was answ'ered, that money-lenders in such cases retained 
the bonds as collateral proof, and, in lieu of giving 
tliem up, inserted their dates in the instalment-deed. 
I would upliold the decision of the Lower Court, and 
dismiss the appeal.” 

The present appeal was from the decree of the ma- 
jority of the Sudder Court. 

As the Respondents did not appear, the appeal was 
heard ex-parte. 
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Mr. R. Palmer, Q.C., and Mr. Leith for the 
Appellant. 

There was sufficient evidence of the loans^ which 
formed the consideration of the Kisthxtndy, having been 
contracted by the Executor and trustee under the Will, 
and that those loans were applied for the benefit of the 
Zemindary^ therefore, the Respondents were liable to 
the Appellant as the lender, under the express terms of 
the Will of their father, and bound to pay the same on 
their coming* of age, as the payment of the loans 
by the Will created a charge upon the estate, Hunoo- 
onanpersaud Pavday v. MtissOiyiicit Babooee Muntaj 
Kooniveree (a). As to the Kisfhnndy, that instrument 
was also proved ; indeed, the Mookternaxnah for the 
registration fully recites that document, and the fact 
of its execution by the Respondents. The charge in 
the pleadings of the Respondents of fraud and collu- 
sion between the Executor and the Appellant was un- 
founded and not established ; but such a charge could 
not avail the Respondents as a defence in the present 
suit, which is solely confined to the validity of the 
Kisthundy. 
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At the conclusion of the argument, their Lordships 
intimated their opinion that as at present advised they 
thought the decree appealed from could not be 

sustained. 


The appeal stood over for consideration. 

Judgment was now delivered by 

The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown: — 

We have looked carefully through the papers in 
this case, and remain of the opinion, which we inti- 


(a) 6 Moore’s In<t. App. Cases, 393, 
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mated at the hearing, that the decree cannot be sup- 
ported. Considering* the large amount of the sum at 
stake, and the position in life of the Respondents, it is 
difficult to account for their omitting to appear at our 
Bar to maintain the decree which they have obtained. 
But as far as we can discover, the proceedings of the 
Appellant have been regular, and she is entitled 
therefore, (o call upon us to dispose of the appeal 
ex-pavie. 

The Appellant carries on business as a Banker ; in 
that character she alleges that she made very large 
payments for the Respondents, during the time that 
they, or some of them, were minors, in respect of 
^imma or revenue due to the Government from a 
Zemindary belonging to them. These advances are 
alleged to have been made at the instance of a person 
who was the guardian of the infants, and Executor 
and trustee under the Will of their father. For 
these sums the Respondents on taking possession of 
their Zemindary had given a Kisthundy, or engagement, 
to pay the amount by instalments, and for one of the 
instalments so secured the action in this case was 
brought. 

There appears to be great reason to suspect fraud 
on the part of the guardian, and some reason to 
believe that the agents of the Appellant were privy 
to it. There can be little doubt that the lease of the 
Respondents’ Zemindary, which was made by the 
guardian to a servant of the Appellant, and which 
was disputed by the Respondents and surrendered by 
the lessee, was really made to the servant as the 
nominee and for the benefit of the Appellant. It is 
very possible that if the Respondents had insitituted 
a suit to take the accounts of this guardian, and, 
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charging collusion between him and the Appellant, 
had investigated the transactions which had taken 
pace, it might have appeared that there was no such 
sum as was claimed by the Appellant justly due to 
her. 

The Judges of the Sudder Court, who have pro- 
nounced a decree in favour of the Respondents, seem 
to have been influenced by reasons of this nature, 
and to have rested their judgment on the ground, that 
no adjustment of accounts had taken place to ascer- 
tain the balance really due to the Appellant before 
the Kisthnndy was granted. 


iSfii , 


OoLAun 

koon- 

WURHEE 

V. 

Eshan 

Ohunder 

Chow- 

DHOOREE. 


But we think that this objection, under the circum- 
stances, cannot be allowed to prevail ; for the question, 
whether it would be fit to insist on this adjustment 
was distinctly brought under the notice of the Re- 
spondents before the Kisihnndy was executed, and 
decided by them in the negative. It is proved by 
Hurro Gohind Sen that when a claim was made upon 
the Respondents in respect of the Bonds given by 
the Executor and guai’dian, they were desirous of 
avoiding the payment, and consulted him as to the 
mode of doing so ; that they were advised by him that 
they could only do so by instituting a suit to which 
the Executor must be a party, and in which a settle- 
ment of his accounts would be required. Now, the 
Executor was their spiritual guide, and had been the 
spiritual guide of their father, and it was not con- 
sidered proper to institute a suit against him. Under 
these circumstances it was thought better to come to 
terms with the Appellant, to obtain time for payment 
of the debt by instalments. The Kisthundy was accord- 
ingly executed, and the witness says that he considered 
the arrangement beneficial to the Respondents. 
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There seems no reason whatever to doubt this 
statement. Hurro Gobind Sen, who makes it, was in 
the employment of the Respondents, was connected 
with them by marriage, and was referred to in their 
answer as one of their agents who ought to have been 
employed in any business of this description. 

It appears impossible to permit the Respondents, 
after the death of the guardian, now to dispute their 
liability for payment of the debt which they bad 
thus deliberately undertaken to pay. 

The Kisfbundp itself and its registration appear to 
be regularly proved, payments have been made of 
some of the instalments, and such payments are in- 
dorsed upon the instrument. The account books of 
the Appellant were produced at the hearing, and the 
fact of tlie payments made by her as the considera- 
tion for the bonds given by the Executor seems to 
have been thereby established. 

Whatever suspicion may attach to the dealings 
between the Appellant and the Executor it cannot 
affect the decision of the present suit. We think 
that the decree of the Zillah Court must be restored, 
and the decree of the Sndder Court reversed, and 
that the Appellant must have the costs of the pro- 
ceedings in the Sudder Court, but we are not inclined 
to give any costs of this appeal. 

We will make a report to Her Majesty in con- 
formity with the opinion which we have expressed. 
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MtrssuMAT Kripomoye Debia - - - - Appellant, 

-4 

AND 

Gerischunder Lahore, and others - - Respondents* 

On appeal from the Sndder Dewannp Adawhit at 

Calcutta. 

Revenue sale — Selthiij asidr—Orotinds for — Beiiami — Evidrnce— Bur- 
den of proof. 

Suit to set aside a sale of Future Tolools, for arrears of rent, on the 
ground of an irregularity in the ju’oelaniation of sale, as the lease was 
alleged to he held by the lessee in Bnianiec, and that the proper party’s 
name did not appear, dismissed, the ll’raniomoh eveating the alleged trust 
being declared a forgery. 

The. Appellant in this Riiil sought to recover 
possession of the Putnee Taloohs, Dehee Chateaiigonr 
and Lnckeehatta, situate in the Zillali, RajsJiahye, 
of which Rajah Kisha Chunder Bahadoor was Ze~ 
mindar, with wasilat, or mesne profits. In order 
to obtain such possession the Appellant sought by 
the suit to set aside, on the ground of irregularity, 
a sale by the lessor, made in the year 1836, under 
Ben. Reg. VIII. of 1819, for arrears of rent. 

The facts of the ease and the evidence sufficiently 
appear from their Lordships’ judgment. 

The appeal was argued by 

Mr. R. Palmer, Q. 0., and Mr. Leith for the 
Appellant ; and 

Mr. Forsyth, Q. C., and Mr. W. Field for the 
Respondents. 

# 

•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 

Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Master of the Rolls (the Right Hon. 

Sir John Romilly), and the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan. 

A88e8aor,—'t\ie Bight Hon. Sir LawTence Peel. 


2nd July. 

i86i. 
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2nd Augu:>t, 

i86i. 


As to the lease being a Benamee transaction, and 
the etfect of such a trust by the Hindoo law, the case 
of Goopeekrist Gosain v. Gtingapersaud Gosain (a) was 
referred to. 

Their Lordships’ judgment was reserved, and now 
delivered by 

The Right Hon. Sir John Romilly: — 

The question in this appeal is, whether the purchase 
of n Pufitee Talook made by Juggimmfh Roy, on the 
6th of Septewher, 1835, was a transaction — 

that is, whether it was bought with the money of and 
in trust for Tfurro Kavfh Roy, who is now deceased, but 
whose widow is the Appellant. Substantially, the 
question depends upon, whether an Ikrar Puttro, or 
declaration of trust, purporting to bear date the 29th 
Kartick, in the year 1242, which corresponds to the 
14th of November, 1835, and which also purports to 
have been executed by Juggurnath Roy, is a real or a 
supposititious document. 

We entertain no doubt, if on the evidence it should 
appear that no reliance is to be placed on this docu- 
ment, that there is no other evidence before us suf- 
ficient to establish that the transaction in question 
was a Benamee transaction. 

In consequence of the non-payment of the rent, 
the amount of which was disputed, the Piitnee Talook 
was, after various proceedings to which it is unneces- 
sary to advert, sold by the revenue authorities, on 
the 21st of May, 1836, by public auction, to Kalee 
Kanth Lahoree, who was the highest bidder ; who 
has since died, but whose heir is the first Respondent 
on the record. 


(ft) 6 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 63, 
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The suit to recover the Putnee Talooh was first 
instituted by Hurra Kanth Rot/, on the 1st of March, 
1845 ; that suit failed in April, 1850, by reason of 
mis-dating the Ikrar in the plaint, Avhich error the 
Court refused to allow to be corrected. 

On the 18th of July, 1850, the Appellant filed her 
plaint in this suit. 
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On the 26th of December, 1854, the Principal 
Sudder Ameeu dismissed the Appellant’s suit ^vith 
costs. 


This decision was appealed from to the Court of 
Sudder Dewanny Adaivlut at Calcutta, and on the 
28th of December, 1857, the decree of the Court 
below was affirmed with costs, which is the decree 
appealed from to us. 

The original Kubalah granting the Putnee Talooh 
was made on the 22nd of Bhedoon, 1242, wliich cor- 
responds to the 6th of September, 1835 ; it was attested 
by fourteen witnesses, and at the same time a Ktiboo- 
leut, or counterpart, was executed by Juggurnath Roy, 
containing the usual condition that, if the rents were 
not paid, the Zemindar should be at liberty to sell 
the Talooh, under the provisions of Regulation VIII. 
of 1819. This counterpart was executed by nine 
witnesses, of whom the first and last were also attest- 
ing witnesses to the Kubalash, but the remaining 
seven witnesses were distinct and different persons. 

That the same witnesses, fourteen in number, who 
attested the Kubalah should be obtained to attest the 
Ikrar, two months later, is a circumstance wliich, in 
our mind, gives rise to very grave suspicions. No 
valid reason is given for this peculiarity ; the collec- 
tion of exactly the same fourteen persons who had 
attested an instrument two mouths before, for the 
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purpose of attesting another instrument, must have 
occasioned both difficulty and delay, and it is not 
pretended that the circumstance of the witnesses who 
attested both instruments being the same could confer 
additional x alidily on the Ikrar. So little did this seem 
to be a matter of importance to the pai’ties engaged 
in the transaction on the 6th of September, 1835, that 
of the two instruments then simultaneously executed, 
only two witnesses attested both. The suspicion created 
by this circumstance is augmented by the considera- 
tion that in the original plaint, Avhich was filed on 
the 1st of Blarch, 1845, the Ikrar is alleged to bear 
the same date as that of the Kubalah. If, in truth, 
the Ikrar had been executed at the same time with 
the Knbalah, it might well be that the same witnesses 
who attested the lease would also attest the declaration 
of trust; and, indeed, such a supposition would be 
natural and probable. Upon the assumption that 
the original Plaintiff had intended to set up a fictitious 
Ikrar, with the view of establishing the transaction 
to be one of a Benamee character, it would be natural 
to set up an Ikrar of even date with the original 
Kubalah, in which case it would be naturally attested 
by the same Avitnesses, and accordingly such was the 
Plaintiff’s allegation contained in the original plaint ; 
and we cannot but consider it a matter also open to sus- 
picion that, in so important a matter as the statement 
in the plaint of the Ikrar, on which the whole of the 
Plaintiff’s case depended, an erroneous date should 
have been assigned to that instrument. It is to be 
observed, also, that the Ikrar itself, on the face of it, 
seems to have been framed as if it had been intended 
to be contemporaneous with the Kubalah, for it speaks 
of the delivering up of the Umulnamah, or letter of 
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authority, of to-day— that is, of the day of the date 

of the Ikrar ; but the only Umuluamah of the exist- mussumat 

TT 7 7 kripomove 

euce of which any evidence is given is the Urnidnamafi p^bia 
of the date of the original Kitbalah. 

On the assumption that it was intended to set up 
a fictitious deed, various circumstances might, after 
the institution of the original suit, render it impos- 
sible to act on that intention, and to establish by 
proof an Ikrar of even date with the original Ku- 

baldh* ' 
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The following are instances: — The \Wtnesses speak 
of Hurro Kanfh Boy as having been present at the 
time when the Ikrar was executed, and even of the 
conversation which passed between him and Juggur- 
nath Roy on that occasion. Hurro Kanth Roy was, at 
the date of the execution of the Kuhalah, distant four 
or five days’ journey off, at Calcutta. This fact might 
possibly have been established by evidence brought 
on the part of the Defendants. There were present, 
at the time when tlie Kubalah was executed, in Sep- 
tember, 1835, the wtnesses to the Kuhooleut, and these 
witnesses, or some of them, might have been called, 
and not only disproved the presence of Hurro Kanth 
Roy, but might also have disproved the execution of 
any Ikrar at all at that time, and might have given 
evidence which would have been irreconcilable with 
the evidence on the part of the Plaintiff. 


Assuming, therefore, that a fictitious deed was in- 
tended to be set up, this circum-stance might explain 
how it was originally intended to set up an Ikrar of 
even date with the original Kubalah, and how that 
intention was afterwards abandoned as far as regarded 
the date of the instrument. 

Another circumstance which creates grave suspicion 
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mlssumat time of the transaction. This we consider to be 

proved by the deposition of Hurro Kanth Roy himself, 


r. 

Geris- 


made in a distinct matter on the 12th of May, 1843. 

CHUNDER By fhis depositloii it appears that he was then at the 
Government School at Ranipoor, and that he stated 
his age to be at that time seventeen or eighteen. 
This was eight years and nine months after the date 
of the /Avar. This would reduce his age at the time 
of the transaction to nine or ten years old. ,.The 
explanation attempted to be given, that he under- 
stated his age for the purpose of entering the school, 
by the regulations of which no pupil could be ad- 
mitted who had passed a given age — even if admitted, 
could only extend to a year or two ; but no latitude 
which could be given to this suggestion would induce 
us to believe that a man of twenty-six or twenty-seven 
could pass off for a youth of seventeen or eighteen ; 
but we have no reason to doubt the accuracy of the 
statement of his age contained in the deposition 
which was made by himself in a matter in which his 
age was not a matter of importance, and by which it 
appears that he was then under the master of the 
school, and in which he speaks of the other lads of 
the school. 


We are, therefore, of opinion that, on the evidence 
before us, the age of Ilurro Kanth Roy in November, 
1835, must be considered as not exceeding ten or 
eleven years. In what way a boy of ten or eleven 
years of age could be possessed of money sufficient 
for the purchase of the Piitnee Talook, the evidence 
fails to explain. 

But this is not the only difficulty presented in the 
way of the Appellant by the youth of her husband 


ON APPEAL P^ROM THE EAST INDIES. 


4f73: 


at the time of this transaction. The evidence given 

bv the witnesses of the conduct of Huvro Kaufh ^oy 

«• 

on this occasion is irreconcilable with the supposition 
that he was not more than eleven years old, even 
allowing mucli to the precocity ascribed to Indian 
youths. 

Earn Nedhee !)eh says that this boy of teii or eleven 
years old gave directions for obtaining some of the 
Eajah's Mehal, if any were to be let out i\\ Putnee. 
The witnesses all speak of his understanding the 
transaction, and taking a part in it. 

4 

Gooro Dyal Eoy says that Hurra Kanfh Eoy sent 
the money for the Kuhalah, Rs. 4700 in specie, from 
Cakiitta, by him and three other persons, accompanied 
by five or six others, by a boat ; a very improbable 
mode of transmitting money in a country where 
Government notes were in circulation. 
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Kalee Pe-rshad Dass says that J uyguruaih Eoy and 
Hxirro Kanth Eoy corresponded on this subject, and 
that Hurro Kanth Eoy wrote letters to Jngyiirnath Eoy 
on the- subject; apd. they all state that he went from 
Calcutta to Sydabad, for the purpose of completing 
the transaction. 

A careful examination of the witnesses also dis- 
closes various picousistencies in their testimony. 
Two of them, namely, Haroo Dass and Gour Mohun 
Dass, ill their depositions made in. tlie first suit, speak 
of the Ikrar as originating from Jiiggurnafh Eoy ; but 
the two witnesses examined in the suit, Eani Nedhee. 
Deb and Sheetal Ham Eaha, say that the Ikrar. was 
made at the instance of Ilurro Kanth Eay. 

This latter observation would not have much weight 
were it standing alone, but combined as it is with the 
other circumstances enumerated above, it adds to ■ tho 
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suspicion necessarily created by the other facts in the 
case. It is not to be overlooked, also, that the Ikrar 
was not registered ; to this omission, however, little 
weight would have to be attached, if the whole of 
the rest of the case were free from suspicion, by 
reason of the desire to keep the matter secret, which, 
on the assumption that it was a Benamee transaction, 
and intended to be concealed from Rajak Gohin 
Chunder, was intelligible enough. 

The circumstances above enumerated, if they stood 
alone, would bring our minds to the conviction that 
no reliance could be placed on this Ikrar in a Court 
of Justice as an authentic document. j 

But there is some evidence, on the other hand, in 
favour of the transaction having been originally a 
Benamee transaction. The strongest portion of this 
is to be found in a letter which, singularly enough, 
has been produced on behalf of the Defendant, Kale- 
kanth Lahoree; it is, therefore, free from all suspicion 
when used on behalf of the Plaintiff : this is a letter 
written in October, 1835, between the date of the Ku- 
balah and the Ikrar, addressed to Jnggurnath Roy, 
apparently by the Maharanee Kishenmonee Takooranee, 
who was the aunt of Hurro Kanth Roy. It seems to 
have been written in answer to a letter from Juggiir- 
Hath Roy, ret}uesting from her directions respecting 
this Putnee ; and in it she directs that a Mookternamdh 
should be made out in the name of Nub Kanth Roy, 
and coupled with that of Oomapersaud Lahore, to 
whom tlie documents relating to the Putnee and thie 
Kiibalah were to be forwarded.. This direction, to 
some extent, at least, seems to have been acted upon 
by Jnggurnath Roy, and it is certainly very difficult 
to reconcile the writing by Juggurnath Roy of the 
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letter to which this was an answer, with tlie suppo- 
sition that he was the beneficial owner and purchaser 
of the Putnee Talook, This observation, however, 
although in favour of holding that the transaction 
was originally one of a Be'tiamee character, does not 
establish the case of Rurro Kanth Roy, or make out 
any title in him to the Putnee Talook. It may be 
that the Maharanee was the purchaser of the Putnee 
Talook, but that is not the case of the Plaintiff, or 
what we have to consider in this appeal. This docu- 
ment has however, although indirectly, a bearing on 
the part of this case, which is that which is indeed 
the principal foundation of the Plaintiff's case, namely, 
the presence of all the deeds and papers relating to 
this Putnee Talook, and the Wasilat papers during 
the time which elapsed after the Kubalah, and before 
the sale in May, 1836, which are all now in the hands 
of the Plaintitt*. This letter of the Maharanee au- 
thorizes the delivery of all papers relating to the Ku- 
balah to Nub Kanth Roy. Uurro Kanth Roy is stated 
in. the judgment of the Court to have resided with 
Nub Kanth Roy, who predeceased him, and it is sug- 
gested that by this means the original documeats may 
have come into the possession of Rurro Kanth Roy. 
Whether this be so or not, it will not, in our opinion, 
affect the ultimate decision of the case. 

The mode by which the Plaintiff alleges that she 
acquired possession of these documents is not esta- 
blished to our satisfaction, and this being so, we cannot 
allow the simple possession of them to outweigh the 
other circumstances of the case, which, in our opinion 
strongly preponderate in favour of the Respondent. 

One circumstance, however, and that a very mate- 
rial one, remains to be noticed, and which makes 
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strongly against the claim of the Appellant ; and this 
circumstance is, that the sale having taken place in 

I 

il/a^, 1836, no suit is instituted until March, 1845, a 
period of nine years. This circumstance is the m6re 
noticeable because it appears that the Rajah- Gohind 
Chwnder, on \vhose account alone the matter is alleged 
to have been kept secret, had died in November, 1836, 
thereby releasing Hitrro Kanth Roy from the fear of 
his making any claim to the Putnee Talook, the appre- 
hension of which is alleged to have been the cause 
of the Benamee. 

Another circumstance connected with this lapse of' 
time is also most important, for the suit was not 
instituted until after the deaths of both Juggurnath 
Roy ‘And of Nub Kanth Roy had taken place, and they 
were the persons who could have spoken positively to 
the truth of this case, and whose evidence was of the 
greatest value in the determination of it. 

Taking all these matters into consideration, and 
also bearing in mind that this is an appeal from the 
unanimous decision of the Court below on a questiPn 
of fact, in which they had the opportunity of seeing' 
and- testing the mode of giving evidence of such wit- 
nesses as appeared before them, we are of opinion, 
that the decision of the Court below ought to be 
affirmed ; and their Lordships will humbly recommend 
Her Majesty to dismiss the appeal, with costs. 

■ . ■ t 

, 1; 
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Chundebmonee DebIa Ohowphoorayn, - Appellant, 

' AND 

Munmoheenee Debia - Respondent* 

'On appeal from the Sadder Detvanny Adawlut at 

Calcutta, 

Praciice — Privy Council — Ai>j)eat 1o — Fiiiniiiy of f<ict — Interference. 

It is the practice of tlie Jxulicial Committee, in a case of disputed fact 
when tlio Courts in India appear to liave diligently investigated the 
evidence, and no i)alpal)le mistake is apparent in the appreciation by tlic 
Court below of such evidence, to affirm the decree appealed from with costs. 

An adoption said to liave been made by a Hindoo widow in compliance 
with a power given lier by an Unooinnitcr Putiro, alleged to have been 
executed by her deceased husband, which adoption did not take place until 
seventeen rears after his death, deereed by the Courts in India as xinfound- 
od in fact and the deed a forgery. Such finding sustained on api>eal by 
the Privy Council. 

This suit was brought by the Appellant on behalf 
of Soohda Gobind Chotvdhooree, a minor, a;s the 
adopted son of Doorga Gobind Chowdhooree, de- 
ceased, claiming’ by his adopted mother and guar- 
dian. 'The principal objects of the suit were, first, 
to establish the minor’s rights, as such adopted son, 
to the estate of his adoptive father ; secondly, to set 
aside and cancel a clause in a Soleh^iamah (deed of 
cbmpromise), allbg^d by the Appellant to have been 
fYalidulently introduced by Burda Gobind Chowdhooree, 
the late husband of the Respondent, in which deed the 
Appellant admitted, that no permission or authority 
had been given her to adopt a son to her husband, 
and that, therefore, upon her death, the estate of her 
late husband devolved upon Bnrda Gobind Chotv- 

I* Present* Members of the Jtulkml Committee, — The Right 
Hon Lord Kingsaowh, the Lord Chief Baron (The Right Hon. 
iSir Pr^'ericit Pollock), and the Right Hon. Sir Eduard Ryan. 

The Right Hon, Sir Lawrence Peel. 

K K S 
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(Ihoorce, his uterine brother ; and, thirdly, to set aside, 
as fraudulent and void, two other Bengalee instru- 
ments, called respectively a Hihbamniah (deed of gift) 
and an Ikrarnamah (deed of agreement), purport- 
ing respectively to bear the seal of the Appellant, 
made in favour of Biirda Gohind Chowdhooree by the 
Appellant ; on the ground, that the same were pre- 
pared, and the seal of the Appellant surreptitiously 
and fraudulently impressed by Burda Gohind Chowd- 
hooree himself. 


The facts of the case were these: — 


The Appellant was the widow of Doorga Gohind 
Chowdhooree. Doorga Gohind Chowdhooree had two 
brothers: the elder, Goroo Gohind Chowdhooree, a 
half brother, and the younger, Burda Gohind Chowd- 
hooree, whose widow, Munmohenee, was the Respond- 
ent. The three brothers lived as a joint undivided 
family, and held possession jointly of their ancestral 
and acquired property. Doorga died in 1830. After 
his death litigation arose in the family, and the property 
was, by a compromise, (the terms of which were 
embodied in a Solehnawah, dated the 19th of January, 
1838,) divided in the proportion of half to the eldest bro- 
ther, Gooroo, and half to the younger brother, Burda ; 
and the Appellant, Chundermonee , who was by the death 
of her minor son entitled, as his heiress and repre- 
sentative in estate, to the share which had; belonged 
to her husband. Gooroo gave up so much of the 
property in his possession as made up the share of 
Burda and Chiinderw onee to half ; and Burda gave 
up, on the part of Chundermonee and himself, so much 
of the property in his own possession as made up the 
share of Gooroo to half. This deed in form addressed 
to Gooroo by Burda and Chundermotiee, contained 
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the following clause: — Further, I, Clmndermonee 
Dibhea, have no male or female issue, nor have I any chunder- 
permission to adopt a son. After my death, my share d^bia 
will revert to Burda Gohind Choivdhooree and his heirs, notu^vN 


and your heirs have no concern in the matter. At 
no period will yourself or your heirs put forward any nee 
claims to the above share ; such claims, if ever made, 


will be inadmissible.” 


Not long after the compromise, Chundermonee, in 
consideration of Burda having given up his own 
rights, and of his being entitled to the property in 
reversion, executed a Hibhauamah, or deed of gift, dated 
Ist Bhadoon, 1246 (August, 1840), by which she gave 
him certain estates. This gift was qualified by a 
later deed, called an Ikrarnamah, dated 19th Thalgoon, 
1246 (March, 1841), by which, after stating that the 
rents arising from the estates which she had not given 
him were insufficient for her expenditure, she gave him 
power to manage her remaining estates, but directed 
that the profits of all the property comprised in both 
deeds should be applied for her owui purposes. In 
both the last-mentioned instruments, the statement 
that Chufidermonee had no authority to adopt, and 
consequently that the property would devolve upon 
Burda after her death, were repeated. 

In 1849, the Appellant filed a plaint in the Civil 
Court of Zillah Rajshahye against the Respondent, 

4 

Munmohenee Debia, the widow of Bxirda ; and Bejoy 
Gobind, the eldest son of Gooroo ; Sheebsoondree, the 
mother of Gobind ; and one of the widows of Gooroo ; 
and Hursondree, another of the widows of Gooroo. 


In this plaint the Appellant sought to set aside the 
above particular portion of the Solehnamak, made be- 
tween her and Burda Gobind Choivdkooree on the one 
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hand, and Gooroo ow the other hand, on a settlement of 
some family disputes and litigation in that year, "and 
about ten years after the death of her husband. The 
particular passage in this deed which the Appellant 
objected to, was the one which alleged that she had not 
any permission from her husband to adopt a son. 
The substance of the plaint was, that the Appellant had 
had one son by her husband Doorga, named Sarodha 
Gobiud Chowdhoorre, who had survived her husband, 
and had died before reaching his majority, in 1835 ; 
that that son being in bad health and misfortunes 
having been predicted to him by his horoscope, her 
husband liad before his death given to her, in Mag, 
1830, a deed of permission to adopt three sons con- 
secutively in case of Sarodha's death ; that after her 
liusband and son’s death she had lived jointly in mess 

with Burda, and, from tlie time of his coming of age, 

« 

had entrusted him with the entire management of her 

affairs, and had placed her .seal in his possession; 
that litigation having arisen between Gooroo on the one 
hand, and herself and Burda on the other, with refe- 
rence to an ancestral Zemindary called Sonahajoo, this 
litigation had been compromised in the year 1838, by the 

deed of compromise, which deed had, as she alleged, 

^ * * 

been fraudulently filed in Court by Burda without her 

• • • • ' 

consent ; that after Burda's death, in 1844, his 
widow (the Respondent), Mumuohenee, had forwarded 
to her (the Plaintiff) her seal, which had been left by 
her for a long time in the custody of Bm’da ; that in 
Angust, 1845, she had proceeded to adopt a son 
{Soohda Gobhid Chowdhooree) under the alleged deed of 
permission given by her husband, and that she had 
then di^overed that Burda had unnecessarily and 
frandulonfly caused to be inserted in the SoJelmamali 
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a statement that she had no permission from her 
husband to adopt, and that after her death her share chunder- 

• • 1 J i^lONEE 

would revert to Burda and his heirs ; that atterwarcls debia 
V Burda had caused to be prepared a Hibhanamah and hooravn 
an Ihrarnamah relating to the same property as the ^uN^JOHEE 
Solelmamah without her knowledge, and she prayed 
that, the rights of her adopted son might be esta- 
blished, by annulling the particular statement in the 
Solphuatuah which she objected to, and by cancelling 
the deeds of Hihhauawah and Ikraniaviah. 





The Respondent, Muin)wh(*iiee, by her answer, 
denied the allegation of the Plaintiff that, on the 
death of her husband, she had entrusted Burda with 
the management of her affairs ; and alleged that it was 
untrue and incredible that the Solehuatuah complained 
of should have been filed by Burda without the 
knowledge of the Plaintiff, since she had been fully 
informed of the nature of the compromise with 
Gooroo, in which the Stdohnamah had been drawn up, 
the drafts of the deeds having been sent to her at 
Tantee Bund for her information, and the deeds them- 
selves having been filed in the Court of Mr. Barlow, 
the then Judge of the ZiUah Court, after distinct 
inquiry as to her consent to their contents ; and the 
answer further alleged that the Judge had taken 
the precaution of sending back to the Plaintiff the Saleh- 
nawah, for the purpose of enabling her to affix her seal 
to it, and had caused it to be filed in Court, after 
taking the depositions of several respectable untnesses 
to the Plaintiff’s execution, and making on the 
deed itself a memorandum oii this point. It also 
^alleged, that the Judge had ultimately decided the 
in which the Solehnamah was filed under its 
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i86t. provisions. The answer then averred, that it. was 
CHUNDER- necessary and material to mention in the SolehnamaJi 
DEBiA that the Plaintiff had no permission to adopt, since 
hooTayn the compromise had been made on the footing of 
munmoiiee- having a reversionary right to the property of 

debu Plaintiff’s deceased husband, and that Burda had, 

upon this understanding, given up his own property 
referred to in the compromise, in order to obtain for 
himself and Chitndermonee certain other property 
which had been subsequently, and was then still 
enjoyed by the Plaintiff, and others, under the terms 
of the compromise ; it also averred that, by numerous 
earlier petitions and proceedings in the Courts, 
the Plaintiff had herself disproved the allega- 
tions made in her plaint as to Burda having had 
possession of her seal, and had distinctly admitted 
her execution of the Ikrarnamah complained of. The 
answer also denied that Sarodha had been sickly 


before the death of his father Doorga, or that Doorga 
had given to the Plaintiff any permission to adopt ; 
and it pointed out that it was very improbable that 
he should have done so, since he was, at the time 
when he was alleged to have made this deed, a young 
man, having one son, ^vith the probability of having 
others, and that he had lived six months after the date of 
the supposed deed ; and although he was the owner 
of considerable property, he had not, in that interval, 
caused the deed to be registered ; nor had the Plain* 
tiff, after her husband’s death, in any way alluded to 
the deed in the declarations made by her before the 
public authorities, and in the petitions she had filed, 
after Sarodha's death, in which she had represented 
herself as the heir of Sarodha, The answer further 
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alleged, that it was very improbable that the Plaintiff 
•would, if she had rea% obtained from her husband 


a right to adopt, have entrusted Burda mth the 
management of the estate, since he was a co-sharer hooravn 


in the property with her, having on her death a munmohek 
heritable right to her husband’s estate ; and it stated OEefA. 


that, in fact, Burda had not been so entrusted, but 
that the Plaintiff had herself managed her estate 
for seven yeai’S, between the death of her hus- 
band and son, and the majority of Burda, during 
the whole of which period she had never mentioned 
to any of the authorities that she was in possession 
of a deed of permission to adopt. The answer then 
pointed out that nearly twelve years had elapsed 
between the death of Sarodha and the exercise by the 
Plaintiff of the alleged right of adoption ; and that 
about seventeen years had elapsed from the date of 
the alleged deed of adoption, before the Plaintiff had 


brought it forward. 


The Defendant, Bejoy Gohind Chowdhooree, by his 
answer, alleged that the Plaintiff had had full know- 
ledge of the contents of the deed, a portion of which 
she was seeking to set aside, and that all the terms 
embodied in it had been inserted therein with her full 
consent ; that not only had the signature and assent 
of the Plaintiff been distinctly proved under the pre- 
cautions taken by Mr. Barlow for that purpos^e, but 
that she had, in January, 1838, sealed a Mookternamali 
properly attested, in order to give effect to the com- 
promise ; that although the Solehnamah had been so 
long filed in Court, and the Plaintiff had, after her 
husband’s death, managed her own property and 

instituted various suits, she had not for a very long 

« 
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period raised any objection to the Solehnamahj BXidi 
had indeed, ^^^thin two and a half years of the com- 
mencement of the suit, taken a copy of the Solefmamah 
and inspected it, without making- any objection to its 
purport. He also denied that the Plaintiff’s husband 
liad given her any authority to adopt, pointing out 
in detail the great improbability of her statement in 
that respect. 


I 

The Plaintiff’s witnesses were called principally with 
tlie object of establisliing the deed of permission to 
adopt set up by the Plaintiff, and to show that Bvrcla 
had in Ids lifetime possession of the seal of the 
Plaintiff, and had affixed it to the SolehnaDiali without 
lier consent or knowledge, and that the other docu- 
ments relating to and consequent on the compromise 
had been drawn up and sealed by Burda without her 
consent. The statement of the witnesses called to 
prove the deed of permission to adopt, as to the 
time during which T)<wrga had been ill before his 
death, did not agree with the recital in the deed 
itself in this respect, and several of the witnesses who 
denied their attestations to the documents disputed 
by the Plaintiff, had, soon after the making of these 
documents, given opposite evidence before Mt: Bar- 
loiv, the former Judge. The witnesses, oil behalf 
of Mmimoheenee and the other Defendants,’ * substan- 
tially proved the allegations contained in the abdve- 
mentioned answers of the Defendants ; the making’ of 
the compromise of Jmuiartj, 1838, and the Plaintiff’s 
full knowledge of the terms of the Solelindmah ; - that 
the document was drawn up in the presence of nume- 
rous respectable witnesses, after a discussion as to the 
rights of the pai'ties about to enter into the compro- 
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mise, and a distinct mention in the Plaintiff’s pre- 
sence of her being a widow without any son, and 
after that poi’tion of the Solehvamah which referred 
to the fact, and to her having no authority to adopt, 
had been distinctly read out in her presence. They 
also proved the precaution taken by Mr. Barlow, in 
sending back the Solehnamah for the purpose of 
having the seal of Chundermonee affixed, and the 
subsequent affixing of the seal by Chinuicnnonec. 
They also deposed to facts wliich established clearly 
that Chmidermonee had had all along the possession 
of her seal, and had not intrusted it to Burda, and 
that the alleged adoption by Chundermonee had been 
illegal in substance, as she had paid money foi the 
pui-chase of the child which she pretended to adopt. 
Owing to the death of the witnesses who had attested 
the fixing by Chuudermonee of her seal to the Soleh- 
namah, the Defendants were unable to call them be- 
fore the Court, but it appeared by the earlier judi- 
cial proceedings, that four of these witnesses had, 
wdthin a short time of the execution of this deed, 
appeared before the then Judge, Mr. Barlow, and 
deposed to its execution by Chmidermonee. Kvidence 
was also given showing that at the time when, as 
Chundermonee subsequently alleged, her seal had been 
left in the custody of Burda, she had herself stated 
the contrary in legal proceedings, and had affixed 
her seal to legal documents ; that in other instances 
in the earlier, litigation, Chundermonee had admitted 
the Solehnamah, and shown that she was well aware 
of its contents, and that she had dealt with the 
family property on the footing of the arrange- 
ment. contained in the compromise, and had been a 
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l^arty to proceedings taken before the Courts to 
enforce tlie carrying out of it ; and that she had on 
many occasions described herself and sued as the 
heir of her deceased son, Sarodhaj and had not men- 
tioned the deed of permission to adopt, which she 
subsequently, and after the lapse of many years, had 
set up. 


On the 26th of Julyy 1852, the Principal SuMer 
Ameen (Abdool Alii) gave judgment, dismissing the 
suit, with costs. 


Chundermonee appealed from this judgment to the 
Sadder Dewanny Court at Calcutta, 

On the 22nd November, 1852, the appeal came on 
for hearing before a full bench of the Sudder Dewanny 
Court (consisting of Sir Robert Barlow, Mr. H. T. 
Raikes, and Mr. J, II. Patton) ; when the Court, after 
referring to the evidence and issues, gave judgment 
in the following terms: — “ There can be no doubt 
that the Plaintiff’s object in bringing this suit has 
been to procure the recognition of her right to adopt 
a son, by putting to proof the validity of the' Unoo- 
muttee Puttro, and suing to get rid of certain admis- 
sions in existing documents which are opposed to 
tiie exercise of her alleged rights under the deed 
of adoption, on the averment that those admissions 
were introduced into the deeds in question with a 
fraudulent intent by her late husband’s brother, 
without her knowledge or consent. The chief deed 
(to which it is only necessary to refer) is a Soleh- 
namah filed in the suit before the Judge of Raj- 
shahye, and, among other conditions relevant to- 
the property then in litigation, it recites, that the 
ancestral property of Plaintiff’s husband will be in- 
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heritod after her death by her husband’s brother, as 
she has received no power to adopt a son. This deed chunder 
was filed in Court in the month of January, 1838, debia 
her husband having died in 1830, and the only hooravn 
son surviving him having died, before reaching his ^unmohee 
majority, in 1835. From the time of her hus- 
band’s death till her assumption of the right to adopt 
in 1847, there is no proof whatever that she in 
any way intimated the possession of such a power, 

although there are admitted public acts on her part 

$ 

independent of the Solehnamah which might have 
naturally called forth some mention of her having 
been invested by her late husband with such a trust. 

Under these circumstances, it is impossible to with- 
stand the strong and overpowering presumption 
against the Plaintiff arising from her own adverse 
admission in the Solehnamah, if it be established that 
that deed was filed in all its integrity with her know- 
ledge and acquiescence. Of this we can entertain no 
doubt. The Soleh'naniah was filed in open Court with 
the greatest publicity by some of the parties them- 
selves, and the agents of those not personally attend- 
ing, on the 15th of the month of January, 1838, 
and on the deed itself is a memorandum written by 
tlie Judge of Hajshahye to the effect that as the deed 
exhibited no seal of the Plaintiff, Chundermonee, it 
should be forwarded to her residence on that day 
through parties named, that Plaintiff might affix her 
seal to the document in tlie presence of the parties 
so named by the Judge. There is another memo- 
randum, written by the Judge on the 19th of the 
Same month, certifying that his orders had been car- 
ried out, and that the iwrties indicated had authei^- 
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ticated the Solelmamah as the act of the Plainti:ff, and 
to Avhich she had affixed her seal in their presence. 
The decree of the Court then issued in the terms of 
the Solvhnamah, Thus it is proved, and has now 
been admitted, that more than usual precaution was 
taken by the Judge of Rajshahye to ascertain and 
record that the Plaintiff herself duly certified by her 
own act her full acquiescence in the contents of the 
Solehnamah. She was a Purdah woman it is true, 
but parlies apparently possessing her confidence, and 
in no other respect interested in the suit then pend- 
ing, wore specially deputed to witness her consent, 
and prevent the possibility of fraud being practised 
against her. It seems to us impossible, under these 
circumstances, to presume that she acted without a 
competent knowledge of the admissions contained in 
the deed, or at least to believe that she could have 
been long in ignorance of them when incorporated 
in the decision passed on that occasion. We coincidoy 
therefore, in opinion with the lower Court, that the 
only reasonable conclusion is that she must have 
known the contents, and did of her own accordU inti- 
mate thereby tliat she had received no power to adopt 
from her husband. Her assumption of that right 
now is under a deed which has never been certified by 
registration, or otherwise publicly recognised by her 
husband during his life, and is supported by na pre- 
ponderating proof of its previous existence, cannot 
be recognized , by the Court, and the claim of the 
Plaintiff, founded thereon, has, in our opinioii, been 
most properly dismissed.” And it was ordered, that 
the decision of the lower Court be confirmed, with, 
costs, against the Appellant. 
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The present appeal was from this decree of affirm- 
ance. The case was argued by 

The Solicitor-General (Sir li. Palmer) and Mi\ 
Leith for the Appellant, and 

Mr. W. Macpherson and Mr. Maude for the 
Respondent. 

The Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown : 

The question in tliis case is a mere dispute as to 
facts; and, in a case of disputed facts, when they ap- 
pear to have been proved and diligently investigated 
ill the Courts below, and their Lordships can find no 
palpable mistake in the appreciation by the Court 
below of the evidence, they never advise Her Majesty 
to reverse a decree which is bi’ought before them 
under such circumstances. 

Now, this case appears to their Lordships to have 
been fully and fairly investigated. 

The object of the suit was to establish an adoption, 
under a deed, dated the l.Dth of May, 1830, called aii 
UHOomxittee Puttro, giving authority to adopt. The 
husband died within six months after that date, and 
the adoption which is now represented to have been 
made is not completed until January, 1847, seventeen 
years after the death of the husband. 

Now, the only excuse for the delay is, thal there 
was a son then in existence, and that so long as that 
son lived there was no necessity for the adoption of 
another son; but that son died in 1835, and from 
that year to 1847, there is not any proof whatever, 
or even an allegation, of any such power as is repre- 
sented in this case having existed. 

The first objection to this Unoornuttee Puttro is, 
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that the iiistruiiieiit itself ought to have been, and 
in ordinary cireunistances (considering the nature of 
the instrument, the importance to the family, and the 
amount of the property to which it relates) would 
have been registered, and would have been communi- 
cated to the different parties, the persons whose rights 
were likely to be affected by such an adoption. 
Nothing of the sort took place, although the party 
executing the instrument lived six months after the 
date of it. 


It can hardly be pretended that, if no notice was 
given of this instrument until the year 1846, it would 
be possible to maintain such a deed; but it is said 
that in 1835, immediately after, or at least very soon 
after the death of the son, the deed was actually men- 
tioned and set up by the present Appellant in a peti- 
tion to the Zillah Court. 


Now, upon referring to that petition their Lord- 
ships are satisfied, that the Court could come to no 
other conclusion than that which they arrived at. 
What is the proof? There is no proof whatever. 
A document is produced which purports to be a 
copy of an original existing on the file of the Court. 
The files of the Court contain no such original. It 
professes to have been compared by a person named 
Mohamed Assim, who swears that that which pro- 
fesses to be his original signature is a forgery. It 
also purports to have been written by one Surroop 
Chunder Baugeheo, who also states thaC he never 
heard of it. 

It appears to their Lordships, therefore, that in the 
Court below, indepeiident of the SolehnamaJi, which 
is conclusive, the evidence against the Unoomuttee 
Puttro is strongly preponderating of those witnesses 
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who swear to it. There are four witnesses produced, 
who, in terms, substantially and almost identically the 
same, ^ate that the instrument was executed, and all 
^ fall into the same mistake as to the period at which 
the party executed it. On the other hand, the 
Solehnatnah, which is a distinct recognition that there 
was no such instrument as this, appears to be free 
from all objection whatever. 

On the death of that son, the Zemindary was 
claimed by his uncle, the eldest brother of the father, 
and he instituted a suit against the younger brother 
and the Appellant, claiming the Zemindary. In that 
suit the parties came to a compromise, and executed 
a deed of Solehnamah, and it was essential to that 
compromise, as it seems to us, that the fact of there 
not being anybody in existence who could dispute the 
validity of that agreement should be stated. The 
deed accordingly, very naturally and very truly, states 
that the son who had been in existence was dead, and 
there could be no other son, because there was no 
power of adoption from the father. 

Now, the deed not only has the seal of this lady 
attached to it, but is produced in Court. Sir Robert 
Barlow, the Judge before whom it is produced, seeing 
its importance, desired to have it fully ascertained, 
whether this deed was actually executed with the 
knowledge of this lady; lie actually sends parties in 
whom confidence is placed, to have that verification of 
the instrument; they return an answer, that the deed 
r was verified, and, she being a party to the suit, the 

k 

Vakeel of the lady filed it in Court, and from that time 
to this it remains unimpeached. 

Their Lordships are of opinion, that there was not 
the slightest pretence for this appeal, as the case had 
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26th No”., 

iWi. 


be«ii very fully and ably investigated by the Courts 
below; both Courts agreeing in holding that the one 
instrument is valid, the other a forgery. In those 
judgments their Lordships concur, and they w'ill, 
therefore, advise Her Majesty to dismiss the appeal, 
with costs. 


Mohun Lall Sookul and others - - AppellaniSf 

AND 

Bebee Doss and others . _ . . RespoiidGnts^ 

On appeal from the Sadder Dewanny Adaivlut at 

Calcutta. 


Practice — Privy Council — Appeal — Valuation of property in diifpitt0 — 
Mode of — Principles — Evidence — Duty of Court. 

TJio [irovisioiis of Ben. Reg. X. of 1829, inipoaing a stamp duty upou 
ill respect of the value of the subject-matter sued for, should be 
strictly attended to by the Courts in India. 

Upon evidence taken in India showing the value of the property in Ma- 
puto, an Order iu Council, which rescinded a previous Order allowing 
special leave to appeal, on the allegation of the suppression of material 
facts as to tho value, discharged, and the appeal restored. 

The present application was to discharge an Order 
in Council, made upon a petition (a), which rescinded 
a previous Order in Council, granting special leave to 
appeal (h), on the ground, that there were omissions in 
the petition for leave to appeal of proceedings in the 
Court below, which would have shown the true value of 
the subject-matter in dispute, and for leave lo restore 
the appeal. 

(«) See ante, p. 193. (b) 7 Moore's Ind. App. Cases, 428. 

•Present: Members of the Judicial Committee , — The Right 
Hon. the Lord Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward 
Ryan, and the Right Hon. Lord Justice Turner. 

Assessors , — The Right Hon. Sir LawTence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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The present petition, after setting forth the facts re- 
ported on the previous petitions, stated, that the Court 
^ in India, having transmitted the depositions of witnesses 
examined by the Registrar of the Siidder Court, in 
compliance with the Order of the 22nd of February, 
1860, which required evidence to be supplied by the 
Appellants, that the real or market value of the lands 
in dispute exceeded the sum of Rs. 10,000, had returned 
an answer that the value of the estate was not less than 
Ks. 950, which, calculated at twelve times the profits 
according to the mode of estimating the value in 
India, would exceed the prescribed sum of Rs. 10,000. 
The Petitioners also alleged that, there had been no in- 
tentional misrepresentation as to the value, or in keep- 
ing back the fact of tin? supplemental petition; and it 
wa.s submitted, that the requirements of the Order of 
the 22nd February, 1860, were fully satisfied by the 
evidence establishing that the value of the estate was 
above Rs. 10,000, and the Petitioner prayed that, 
under the circumstanee.s, the Order of the 26th of 
June, 1861, should be discharged, with costs. 

Mr. Leith, in support of the petition. 

Contended, first, that there had been no fraud in 
respect to the amount of the stamp impressed on the 
plaint with respect to the value of the subject-matter 
in dispute; and that, if any error occurred, it arose 
from a ini.sapprehension of the effect of Ben. Reg. X. 
of 1829; and, secondly, he submitted that the evi- 
W deuce taken before the Registrar of the Sudder Court 
established the fact, that the real, or market, value 
was above Rs. 10,000, which brought the case within 
the limit prescribed by the Order in Council of the 
10th of April, 1838. 
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Mr. W. Field, for the Respondents, opposed the 
application. 

He insisted, in the first place, that as the plaint 
bedeedoss. stated the value of the property sued for, it 

was a fraud upon the revenue law of India, citing Ben, 
Reg. X. of 1829, and, therefore, that the Petitioners 
were not now entitled to any indulgence; and he 
further insisted, that if the Court entertained the 
application at all, it ought to be upon terms of allow- 
ing the Respondents to give evidence in India before 
the Registrar of the Sudder Court that the lands were 
not of the value stated. 


iS6f. 


MOHUN 

LaLL 

SOOKUL 

9 * 


The Right Hon. Lord Justice Turner. 


27th Nov., 
1861. 


In this case leave to appeal was granted by an 
Order of the 22nd of February, 1860, but it was pro- 
vided by the Order that the leave to appeal should be 
null and of no effect, unless satisfactory evidence 
should be supplied by the Appellants to the Registrar 
of the Sudder Court, that the real or market value of 
the land in dispute exceeded the sum of Rs, 10,000. 
By an Order of the 26th of June, 1861, the Order of 
the 22nd of February, 1860, was discharged. The 
application now before us is to restore the appeal, and 
to discharge the Order of the 2Gth of June, 1861, 
with costs. 


The petition on which the Order of the 22nd of 
February, 1860, was made, alleged that the real or 
market value of the land in dispute exceeded the 
sum of Rs. 10,000, the prescribed limit under which 
the Sudder Court has no power to grant leave to 
appeal; but that the amount laid in the plaint as the 
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value of the suit for the fiscal purposes being only 
Rs. 3,572 10a. 9p., three times the amount of the 
Sudder jiimma, or rent, the Petitioners were prevented 
by the rules of practice of the Sudder Court from 
obtaining leave to appeal therein. 

The petition on which the Order of the 26th of Juue, 
1861, was made, alleged that the Respondent, Behen 
DosSf in her answer, insisted that the suit ought to have 
been valued according to Regulation X. of 1829, that 
is, at the real or market value of the land, and that 
the Appellants after this answei' filed a supplemental 
plaint, stating that the suit liad been by mistalo* 
valued at three times the Sudder junnua, and that it 
should have been valued at Rs. 4,300, the real or 
market value of the land, but that the stamp being 
sufficient to cover a claim of Rs. 5,000, no objection 
could exist on that head; and this petition further 
stated that the petition on which the Order of the 
22nd of February^ 1860, was made, had omitted to 
state the Respondent’s answer, and the supplemen- 
tary plaint, and it also stated, that the real or 
market value of the lands did not exceed the sum of 
Rs. 10,000. 

In this state of circumstances, it was of course to 
discharge the Order of the 22nd of February, 1860, 
that Order having been obtained ex parte, and appear- 
ing to have been obtained upon an inaccurate state- 
ment of the facts, and the Order was discharged ac- 
cordingly; but it being considered that there had been 
no intentional misrepresentation on the part of the 
Appellants, the Order of the 26th of June, 1861, by 
which it was discharged, was made without prejudice 
to any further application by the Appellants on notice 
to the Respondents, 
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The case, therefore, now comes before us unpre- 
judiced by what passed on the previous applications, 
and, it now appears, that the supplementary plaint did 
not allege the Rs. 4,300, to be the real or market 
value of the land, but stated it to be the auction 
price of the land, referring, of course, not to any 
then present auction, for there was none, but to some 
past auction at which the property had been bought, 
and meaning, no doubt, to refer to the auction men- 
tioned in the plaint; and, it further appears, that the 
Appellants liave laid before the Registrar of the 
Sudder Court satisfactory evidence that the real or 
market value of the land exceeds Rs. 10,000. 


As the case now stands, therefore, there was no 
fraud practised upon this Court in obtaining the 
Order of the ’ 22nd of February, 1860, and the con- 
dition on which that Order was granted has been ful- 
filled. There would seem, therefore, prima facie, to 
be no ground for now refusing to restore the appeal. 

But it was said for the Respondents that the value 
of the land in dispute was untruly stated in the 
plaint, in fraud of the revenue laws of India, and that 
leave to appeal ought not, therefore, to be granted. 
Their Lordships are far from saying that, if they were 
satisfied that any such fraud was intended they would 
be disposed to grant the least indulgence to any party 
in any way participating in it, but in this case they 
are satisfied that, whatever misapprehension there may 
have been, there was no such fraud intended. It was 
a mistake on the part of the Court, no less than of 
the Appellants, to allow the cause to proceed upon 
such a representation of the value as was contained 
in the supplementary plaint, and their Lordships take 
this opportunity of suggesting that the terms of the 
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Regulation upon the subject of value should be care- 
fully attended to. They think that, as this ease now mohun 
stands, the Order applied for cannot be refused upon sookul 
the ground suggested. bebee doss. 

It was asked by the Respondents that they might 
be at liberty to go into evidence on the question of 
value, but their Lordships are not disposed to deviate 
in this respect from their original Order, which was 
carefully and designedly confined to evidence to be 
adduced by the Appellants, with a view to prevent 
the introduction, for the purpose of a merely fiscal 
Regulation, of a contested issue on the question of 
value, a result which, in their Lordships’ judgment, 
ought in all cases, as far as justice will permit, to be 
avoided: 

The petition before us asks that the Order of the 
26th of June, 1861, may be discharged with costs, 
but their Lordships think tliat there should be r.o 
costs on either side. 

The Order, therefore, which their Lordships will 
humbly recommend to Her Majesty to be made on 
this application, will be simply to dischargi' tlic 
Order of the 26th of June, 1861, and to restore the 
appeal. 
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Omaxath Chowdry and others - - - Appellants, 

AND 

Sheikh Nu.teeb Chowdry and others - Respondents * 

On appeal from the Sadder Dewannij Adaivhif at 

Calcutta, 

Practice — Privy Council — AppeaJ — Cro/ts appeal pratcnlcd oni of time 
— Entcrtainabililif-^onditions. 

A ovoss Appeal from a (leerce of the Sudder Dewauny Court in Iiulin, 
nltliougli nut isiterposod nithin tltc ]n-opci‘ time, admitted, upon conditions, 
(1), of tlie i)rincii>al appeal l)eing prosecuted ; and (2), that the principal 
ainl cross appeals he consplidated and heard on one printed case.' 

This was a petition by the Respondents for leave 
to prosecute a cross appeal from part of the decree 
of the Sudder Deuanny Court at Calcutta, dated the 
31st of December, 1860, which affected their in- 
terests. 

It appeared from the petition that Omanath Chowdry 
and the other Appellants being dissatisfied with the 
above decree, in due course appealed to the Queen in 
Council, and it was alleged that the effect of that decree 
was to deprive the Petitioners of a portion of the land 
sued for by them, which consisted of 2,339 Beegahs. 
That Omanath Chowdry and others, having by their 
petition appealed against the whole decree, the Pe- 
titioners, acting upon the practice of the Courts 'in 
India, regulated by the Act, No. XV. of 1853, thought 

• Present : Members of the Judicial Committee, — The Right 
Hon. the Lord Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. Sir Edward 
Ryan, and the Right Hon. Lord Justice Turner. 

Asseaaors , — The Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Culvile. 
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that it would be open at the hearing of the appeal 
in England to offer objections to that portion which 
deprived the Petitioners of part of the land with- 
out incurring the expense of a cross appeal in re- 
spect thereof. That the Petitioners were after- 
wards advised that it was necessary to institute a 
cross appeal for that object, ahd that as the time for 
applying to the Sudder Betoamiy AdawM for leave to 
appeal had expired, under the circumstances, it was 
submitted, that a cross appeal ought to be allowed, 
and the Petitioners prayed for special leave to lodge 
a cross appeal, and that the same should be consoli- 
dated with the original, or principal appeal of Omanath 
Chowdry and others, and that the same should come 
on for hearing upon one printed case, provided 
that if such original or principal appeal should be dis- 
missed for non-prosecution, then that the Petitioners 
should be at liberty to prosecute their cross appeal 
as a separate appeal. 

Mr, LeAth, for the Petitioners, applied ex parte for 
leave to prosecute a cross appeal. 

Their Lordships granted the application Tipon the 
terms embodied in the following Order in Council, made 
thereon: — “It is hereby ordered, that the Petitioners 
be, and the same are hereby allowed to enter and pro- 
secute their cross appeal from so much of the decree 
of the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut at Calcutta of the 
31st of December, 1860, as deprives the Petitioners of 
a portion of the 2,339 Beeghas of land sued for by 
their plaint, provided the principal appeal be prose- 
c\ited by the original Defendants to the suit, and in 
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case the appeal and cross appeal are prosecuted, the 
omanath same are to be consolidated and to be heard on one 


case on each side'’ (a). 

Sheikh 

NUJEEU (tf) As to tho necessity of a cross appeal, see Nana Narain Rao 
ChOvV'drv. 1). Ilurree Punt Bliao, 6 Moore's Ind. App. Cases, 464; and 

Myne Boyee »>. Ootaram, ante, p. 400. 
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The Collectob of Masulipatam 

AND 

Cayaly Vencata Narrainapah 


- Appellant, 

- Bespondent* 


On appeal from the Sndder Dewanny Adawlut 

at Madras, 


Hindu Law — ilitakshara — Inheritance — Propetiy of B-rahvian dyiny 
without heirs — Pifjht of Crown to talie by escheat^ — Equities, if any. 

The estate of a Hindoo of the Brahmin caste, dying without heirs, 
escheats to the Crown, as the Sovereign power in British India. 

An estate taken by escheat is subject to Jhe trusts and charges, if any, 
previously affecting the estate. 

Exposition of the law of escheat laid down in the Mitaschara, ch. ii., 
see. vii., art. 5, and the passages there cited, where it is said “Never 
shall a King take the wealth of a priest ; for the text of Menu (ix. 189) 
forbids it. The property of a Brahinana shall never be taken by the 
King ; this is fixed law'.“ And also referring to Narada, where it is 
declared that “If there be no heir of a Brahmana’s wealth, on his demise, 
it must be given to a Brahmana, otherwise the King is tainted with 
sin.” Held by the Judicial Committee, reversing the decision of the 
•Judder Court at Mad>ras, that the title of the Crown by escheat to pro- 
perty of a Brahmin dying without heirs, subject to the duty, or trust 
impressed, prevailed against any claimant who could not show a 
paramount title. 

Sembie. There is no distinction in this respect between Sacerdotal 
Brahmins and the ordinary members of that caste. 

i 5 th j8ih, this case, the question raised was the rieht of 

igth June, ^ ® 

iS6o, the Government to seize as an escheat a Zemindary, 
in the Collectorate of Masulipatam, the property of a 

•Present: Members of the Judicial Commitfee,— The Right 
Hon. the Lord Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. the Lord 
Justice Turner, the Right Hon. Sir Edward Ryan, and the Right 
Hon. Sir John Taylor Coleridge. 

A.'ismor.'?, — The Right Hon. Sir LawTence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W, ColvUe. 



ON APPEAL PKOM THE EAST INDIES. 


501 


i»6o. 

THE 

COLLECTOR 

OF 

MASUI I- 
PATAM 

Cavaly 
Vencata 


Hiudoo of the Brahmin caste, who died without heirs, 
and without an adopted son. 

The estate in question, called the Zemindary of Vis- 
sunnapettahy was held by a Hindoo of the Brahmin 
caste, named V aregonda Ramanapali, under a perma- 
nent Cowl, or grant, subject to the payment of the narraina 

PAI1» 

revenue to Government. On his decease in the year 
1810, without issue, and without any adopted son, 
his widow, LutcJiviedavamah, entered into possession, 
and continued so until her decease, which happened 
on the 1st of September, 1849. 


It appeared that as early as the year 1795, the Re- 
spondent’s family had been in the habit of advancing 
money to the owners of this estate, to enable them to 
pay the Government revenue, and other liabilities in- 
curred on its account. The Respondent’s father, 
Cavaly Vencata Lutcinnia, continued to make ad- 
vances to the widow Lutchmedavamah until the year 
1838, when a balance of Rs. 48,614. 13a. 6p. was 
found to be due to Cavaly Vencata Lutchmia from 
her ; and on the 20th of April, 1838, she exe- 
cuted a bond in his favour, by which she mort- 
gaged to him the Zemindary, with the exception of 
two villages, as security for the payment of that 
sum, by instalments, and the permanent Cowl of the 
Zemindary was at the same time delivered up by her 
to Cavaly Vencata Lntchmia. 

Default having been made in payment of the first 
instalment, Cavaly Vencata Lntchmia instituted a suit 
in the Provincial Court of Masulipatam against 
Lutchmedavamah to recover the amount of the 
Bond, which became due on the first default, by 
a sale of the mortgaged estate. That Court on 
the 10th of March, 1839, decreed that the amount 
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due to Cavaly Ventata Lutclimia, with interest and 
costs, then amounting to Rs. 65,613. 2a. 4p., should 
be paid to him by the sale, in the first instance, of the 
property mortgaged by the Bond, and in the event of 
the proceeds of the sale not proving sufficient for the 
purpose, that the deficiency should be recovered from 
any otlier property belonging to the Defendant 
Liitchmcdavamah. 

Cavaly Vencata Lufehmia died shortly afterwards, 
leaving three sons, one of whom, the Respondent, on 
behalf of himself and his brothers, in the year 1840, 
presented a petition to the Provincial Court, pray- 
ing for execution of the decree against Lutchme- 
davamah. On the 14th of January^ 1841, the Pro- 
vincial Court ordered that a precept be issued to the 
Assistant Judge at Masidtpafam, directing him to 
enforce the decree by collecting the amount thereof 
from Lutchmedavamah, and from the mortgaged pro- 
perly, and to pay the same to the Respondent. 

The Assistant Judge transmitted a precept, with a 
copy of tlie proceedings, to Mr. P. Grants the then 
Collector of the District, upon which the Collector 
sent a letter to Lutchmedavamah, advising her to 
make arrangement with the judgment creditor for 
the satisfaction of his claim ; and he added, that, if 
she did not enter into a compromise with the creditor, 
and report the arrangement to the Court within five 
days, she might be sure that the Zemindary would be 
attached, and the precept of the Court carried out. 

In compliance with this requisition, Lutchme- 
davamah entered into a settlement with the Re- 
spondent, and on the 5th of April, 1841, follow- 
ing, executed a Razeeiiamah, Avhich set forth that, 
the Collector had taken measures to effect a sale of 
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the property, and that she had, lor the purpose of 
preventing such sale for the present, entered into a 
compromise with the Respondent, whereby she had un- 
dertaken to pay him Rs. 67,444. 12a. by eight annual in- 
stalments and that twelve of the fourteen villages of the 
Zemindar!), and the hamlets attached thereto, and that 
the permanent Cowl granted by the Government to her 
late husband should remain under mortgage, accord- 
ing to the terms of the Bond sued on, till the principal 
and interest were discharged, the remaining two vil- 
lages being reserved for her maintenance. This com- 
promise was recorded, and the execution of the decree 
suspended. This arrangement was reported by Lxdch- 
medavamah to the Collector on the 26th of April, 
1846. 
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In consequence of litigation between Lutchme- 
daoamah and other parties respecting the Zemin- 
darij, the Sudder Court, on the 5th of December, 
1841, suspended the execution of the compromise ; but 
on the termination of those disputes, the Respondent 
again moved the Sudder Court to execute the decree 
of 1839, when that Court nuide the following order: 
“ The delay to give effect to the Razeenamah in ques- 
tion particularized by the Petitioner (the Respondent), 
having in effect occurred, and he having thereby been 
subjected to loss of produce, from the estate transfer- 
able to him under the Razeenamah having been thus 
kept from him, the Court is of oihnion, that it 
is just and e<iuitable that Petitioner should be indem- 
nilied for the losses. The Court, therefore, direct the 
Civil Judge to adjust the Petitioner’s claim, in regard 
to its amount, from the 15th November, 1841, on which 
date, according to the terms of the Razeenamah, the 
Zemindary should have been made over to the Peti- 
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i 860 , tioner, and to realize the same from the estate of 

The Liitchmedavamah for the period terminating with 

COLLECTOR which the estate was in her hand, 

^pATAM remaining- period from the party or parties 

V. who then held possession.” 

Cavaly ^ 

n^rraInI Upon the death of Lutchmedavamah, in 1848, the 

Zcmind'anj was attached by the Magistrate of Masuli- 
paiam ; and pbssession taken by the Collector, under 

Act, No. XIX. of 1841. On the 16th of July, 1850, the 
Governor in Council of Madras declared the estate to 
have escheated to Government on failure of heirs, 
and directed the same to be assumed and incor- 
porated with the Circar lands. 

The Respondent presented two petitions to the Civil 
Judge of Masidiputam, praying to be put in posses- 
sion of the Zemindanj, in accordance with the stipu- 
lations of the Razeenamah. These petitions were 
rejected by an order of the Civil Judge, dated the 
24th of 1853 ; but such order was reversed, 

on appeal, by the Siidder Adawhit, on the 13th of 
February, 1854, and that Court ordered the Civil 
Judge to execute the decree in suit of 1839, by 
making over the Zemindary to the holder of the 
decree, pursuant to the terms of the Razeenamah. An 
application was made on behalf of the Collector of 
MasuUpatam to the Stidder Adaivlut, for a review of 
the order of the 13th of February, 1854, on the ground 
that the Zemindary had escheated to Government on 
failure of heirs ; but the Court declined to depart 
from such order, and confirmed the same on the 
21st of October, 1854. 

From these decisions there was no appeal, and the 
Respondent was put in possession of the Zemindary. 
Under these circumstances, the Appellant, as the 
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Collector of MasuUpatam, on the 25th of September, 
1855, instituted a suit against the Respondent to 
recover the Zemindary, alleging, amongst other 
things, that the title of Government to the estate was 
paramount to that of the Respondent, if, in fact, 
he had any valid title at all, and that Ltitchme- 
davamah had no power or authority under the Hindoo 
law to alienate the estate, or any part thereof, in 
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perpetuity, or to pledge the same, if at all, for any 
period beyond that of her own life, as against those 
entitled to the estate as next in succession to her- 
self. That upon her death the estate passed by way 
of escheat to the Government, and vested therein, 
and that no act of Lvtchmedavamah, could in any 
way defeat, postpone, or curtail the vested right 
of the Government, who upon her death became 
entitled by the Hindoo law to enter upon and enjoy 
the estate fully discharged from any incumbrances or 
liabilities created by her during her incumbency and 
possession thereof. 


The Respondent by his answer denied that the 
title of Government to the Zemindary was para- 
mount to that of the Respondent, which he in- 
sisted was absolute and established by law, and 
also denied that Lutchmedavamah was without power 
or authority under the Hindoo law, to alienate 
the Zemindary, or any part of it in perpetuity, or to 
pledge the same for any period beyond that of her 
own life, as against those entitled to the Zemindary as 
next in succession to herself ; and the Respondent 
contended that, the Zemindary was an ancient Zc'- 
mindary held under a permanent Cowl, guaranteed 
by a Sunnud Istemrar Milkeut, or deed of perma- 
nent property, with full power to dispose of or alienate 
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it, and that no such Zemindary could escheat to Gto- 
veriiment after it had once been legally disposed of 
under a decree of a competent Court and the Razee- 
namah, and that such Zemindary could in no way be 
seized or attached by Government except for non- 
payment of the annual settlement, or hist, which had 
not happened in this case ; and the answer insisted, 
that Lufchmedavamah succeeded by the Hindoo law 
with full power of alienation, and that by that law 
a widow in possession as heir had full right to sell, 
mortgage, or alienate in perpetuity the property, or 
any portion of it, which she had inherited, for certain 
necessary purposes, such as the payment of debts con- 
tracted by herself or the former proprietors; for lawful 
purposes, such as, in this case, the payment of Govern- 
ment Pcishcttsh, or the discharge of liabilities, and a!so 

for her maintenance, binding the estate, and on such, as 

% 

a matter of law, the Respondent craved the judgment 
of the Court ; and the answer further insisted, that 
on the death of Lutchmedavamah there was no part 
of the Zemindary, being her estate, remaining to lapse 
to Government, or to be claimed as an escheat, for 
that the whole of the estate had been already vested 
in the Respondent years before, by a decree of a 
competent Court, and by the Razeenamali, having 
the force of a decree ; that the delay in executing 
tJie decree and Razeenamali, which was not oc- 
casioned by the Respondent or his acts, could in no way 
alter his vested interest, or cut down his absolute right 
to possession and enjoyment of the lands and profits ; 
and that of all this the Government, through their 
agent, the Collector, were fully cognizant, having 
had due notice thereof before and at the time of 
the execution of the Razeenamali, and through 
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their agent, the Collector, having been consenting 
parties thereto ; and on those points, as matters of 
la-ws the Respondent craved the judgment of the 

Court. 

After the reply and rejoinder had been filed, the 
Court recorded the following points to be established 
by the Appellant and Respondent respectively: — The 
Appellant’s points were ; first, to prove the title of 
Government to escheats, of the nature alluded to in 
the plaint. Second, that the widow, Lutchmedava- 
mah, had no authority by Hindoo law to transfer her 
ancestral property to the Respondent ; and that she 
was only a life tenant, and had only a life interest 
in the same ; and third, that the property was seized 
by Government as an escheat, and to show authority 
for such act. 

The Respondent ’s points were— first, to prove 
the present Respondent’s title to the property. 
Second, that in the decree of 1839 he had authority 
under Hindoo law to alienate all property, personal 
and real, by demise or otherwise to any one. Third, 
that the Collector, or agent of the Government, was 
made acquainted with the stipulations of the Razee- 
uamah, now disptued, and that he acceded to them. 
Fourth, that execution was never sued out for the de- 
cree of 1839, and Avhat occurred officially thereupon. 
Fifth, that the property was not seized as an escheat, 
but zufted (sequestered), pending the decision of judi- 
cial authorities as to the respective rights thereto of 
different claimants. Sixth, that the property in 
question could, under no circumstances, escheat to 
Government ; and to show^ the order of succession to 
such property as laid down in Hindoo law. 

Fvidence was adduced on behalf of the Appellant 
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and of the Respondent, to establish the facts above 
stated. It appeared from the Appellant’s evidence 
that the Collector of Masulipatam, in the year 1830, 
had refused to register a transfer of the estate in ques- 
tion from the widow LutcJimedavamaJi to one of her 
rela,tions, on the ground that it would prejudice the 
next heirs of her deceased husband. 


At this stage of the proceedings, the Court of 
Masulipatam, at the instance of the Respondent, pro- 
pounded the follo^ving questions to the Hindoo law 
officers of the 8-udder Court: — ‘‘Whether a ' Hindoo 
widow (Brahmin) has authority to transfer by mort- 
gage, or conditional bill of sale, all right and title to 
her real property (landed estate) on account of debts 
incurred by her for the payment of the Government 
Peishcush, her own personal expenses, as well as 
those of the establishment? — If such deed of transfer 
is valid and binding on her, her executors and assigns, 
having no direct heir at law? — Whether the estate of 
such party thus ti’aasferred during her lifetime can be 
escheated at her death, as Bewariss, or without 
heirs?” 


To these questions the Pundits of the Sudder 
Court returned the following answers : — ‘ ‘ The Hin- 
doo law declares, that a widow inheriting the estate 
of her husband is bound to perform his exequial 
rights, maintain his relatives, and make daily 
religious gifts, in proportion to the extent of the 
estate. She cannot, likewise,' fail in her punctuality 
of payment of the Circar Peishcush, These charges 
are so important, that the law holds the widow pos- 
sessed of only real estate competent, when she has 

* * ^ 

no other alternative, to alienate her right and title 
thereto by mortgage, or conditional bill of sale, in the 
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event of the estate not yielding, under any circum- 
stances whatever, produce sufficient to meet the 
above charges, as well as her own personal expenses; 
and in the event of her having no cousins, or of her 
cousins having neglected to afford her the necessary 
pecuniary assistance. Under these circumstances, 
the Brahmin widow referred to in the question has, 
under the Hindoo law, authority to transfer by mort- 
gage, or conditional sale, the real estate mentioned in 
the question, on account of the debt incurred, for the 
purposes therein stated. Such deed of transfer, 
emanating as it does from an authorized person, as 
stated above, is valid, and is, therefore, binding upon 
her and her relations. The only estate which would 
escheat to Government as Bewariss, or without heirs. 
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is that of persons other than Brahmins, which might 
have been left undisposed of by the proprietors 
thereof; but the Circar cannot take as heirlesrs pro- 
perty that which had been legally transferred by the 
proprietor thereof during his lifetime, and which has, 
in consequence, become the property of the transferee. 
In the present instance, therefore, the estate trans- 
ferred, as stated above, cannot be escheated as 
Bewariss,** 


The Civil Court of Masulipatam, on the 8th of Mai/, 
1857, pronounced its decree in the cause, by which it 
decided, that the object of the agreement of compro- 
mise was to make that permanent and absolute which 
the mortgage bond had made simply conditional or 
dependent on the amount that should be realized by 
the enforcement of the terms, namely, by the sale of 
the property alluded to; and although such deed 
might have been executed by the free will of the 
parties in question, the Civil Judge was of opinion, 

M 2 
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that such transfer, without good and sufficient cause 
shown, was illegal, and contrary to the provisions of 
Hindoo law. That from a full consideration of the 
whole of the circumstances of the case, the Court 
was of opinion, that the Kararnamah, or postponed 
petition alluded to, must be quashed, and that the 
provisions of the decree in the original suit of 1838, 
should be enforced in its integrity by the sale of the 
property therein alluded to, or so much thereof as 
might be sufficient to meet the balance of the award 
then made, and to no later period, the whole to be 
exposed at an upset price equal to that demand; 
and on tailure to realize the sum decreed, the property 
itself should be made over to the Defendant. That, 
on the other hand, should the value of the property 
be more than sufficient to satisfy the award to the De- 
fendant in the former decree, in consequence of there 
being no direct heirs to the deceased widow, Lutchme- 
davamaJi, the title of the Government to claim such pro- 
perty as an escheat was confirmed on payment of the 
lien thereon, namely, the balance due to the Defendant. 

The Respondent appealed from this decree to the 
Sndder Court at Madras. 

The appeal was heard before Messrs. Hooper, Strange, 
and Baynes, the Sndder Court Judges, and on the 8th of 
May, 1858, the Court delivered judgment as follows: 
— ‘‘The Defendant objects that the estate in question, 
as belonging to a Brahmin, can never escheat to the 
Government; and to this point, as being one of a 
conclusive nature, the hearing of the appeal has 
been eontined. On the trial of the suit before the 
Civil Judge, a question, among others, was put by 
him to the Pundits of the Sndder Adaudnt, in such a 
form as to elicit from them an answer to the effect 
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that the estates of Brahmins could not escheat to the 
Government; but the point appears to have escaped 
the Civil Judge’s attention, as it is not noticed by 
him in his decree. The objection is met on the part 
of the Plaintiff by the plea, that the law which would 
ultimately assign the estate of an heirless Brahmin to 
other Brahmins, and these virtuous ones, is of too 
vague and uncertain a nature to be dispensed; that 
this law must be considered obsolete, as are other parts 
of the Institutes of Menu, from which it is derived; 
and that, if it be put in force, it can have respect to 
none but sacerdotal Brahmins. The Judges have 
considered these various pleas, and do not find them 
sustainable. It is true that, there may be difficulty 
in dealing with the ultimate provisions of the law of 
succession to Brahminical estates devoid of natural 
heirs, but there can be none in upholding the primary 
declaration that ‘the property of a Brahmin shall 
never be taken by the King,’ which, it is added em- 
phatically, is ‘a fixed law’ (Mom, ch. IX. art. 189) ; and 
it is with this primary declaration that the Court have 
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now to doal. That this law is an obsolete one, there 
is nothing to show. It is re-enforced in the current 
law-books, and prominently in the Miiaschara, (ch. IT. 
see. vii. art. o), which is the authoritative and prevail- 
ing declaration of law in this part of India; and it is 
obvious that, while Brahmins exist in the integrity of 
their caste, a law regulating inheritance among them, 


and unchanged, must in like manner be in continued 
existence. The plea that the law now in question 
relates merely to sacerdotal Brahmins is founded in 
misapprehension. Whatever the occupation of a 
Brahmin, he is as much a Brahmin as one who 
devotes hioiself to the office of the priesthood; and 
the law is general as to all Brahmins, without any 
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the section of the Mitascliara, above referred to, as 


such limitation as is contended for. The term. 

THE ‘Priest,' it has to be observed, as the text may show, 
OF has been used in the translation of the fifth clause of 

Masuli 
PATAM 

cavaly ^^^vertible with Brahmin, the words used in the 
vencata original being ^Brahmana Dravyam/ or ‘the wealth 

PAH. of a Brahmin.' The Court finding thus a positive 
prohibition in the Hindoo law to the assumption in 
escheat by the ruling power, of the estate of a 
Brahmin, and it being allowed that the property now 
in question is a Brahminical estate, the Court resolve 
to set aside the decree of the Civil Judge, and dis- 
miss the suit, with costs.” 


The Collector of Mastilipatam appealed from this 
decree to Her Majesty in Council. 

Mr. Forsyth, Q.C., and Mr. W. H, Melvill, for the 
Appellant. 

Although there is no averment in the pleadings 

that Veragonda Ramanapha, the last Zemindar seized, 

was a Brahmin, or that on account of his caste the 

Zemindar ij could not escheat to the Government; 

points which by Mad. Reg. XV. of 1816, sec. 10, 

ought to have been recorded for proof in the suit, 

SrimiU Moottoo Vijaya Raghanadha Gowery Vallahha 

Perria Woodia Taver v.Rany Anga Moottoo Natchiar(a), 

Namboory Setapaty v. Kanoo-Colanoo Pullia (b), yet, 

for the purpose of the argument, we will admit that 

he was a Brahmin, although there is no proof of that 
fact. 


We insist, however, that the judgment cannot be 
sustained upon these grounds, first, that the Govern- 
ment was constructively in possession of the Zemin- 
dary, and had a good possessory title as against the 

(ff) 3 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 278 (b) lb, 359, 
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Respondent; secondly, that the Respondent had no 

title, inasmuch as the widow had no power by the 
Hindoo Law to alienate any part of the Zeniindary ; of 

... . , masuli- 

and thirdly, that the Government is m possession by patam 

escheat. vencata 

First. The Government were put in possession 
by the Court under the provisions of the Act, No. 

XIX. of 1841, and we insist that that is a valid title, 
as against the Respondent, whose only right was as a 
mortgagee, and under the Razeenamah, Now, as the 
widow had no power to alienate the estate, the whole 
transaction, as affects the Government right, must fall 
to the ground. The Collector had no authority from 
the Government to recommend the widow to agree to 
the Razeenamah to save the estate from sale, and as 
such act was beyond the functions which devolved 
upon him as an executive Officer, the Government 
are not bound by his act, which was ultra vires. 

Secondly; the important question really involved is, 
whether a childless Hindoo widow has power by the Hin- 
doo law prevailing in Madras to alienate her deceased 
husband’s estate. Our contention is, that she has no 
such power. According to the Books of authority 
and text-writers received in India, they all, without 
exception, negative such a power; no passage can be 
found in the Books which authorizes a widow to 
alienate her husband’s estate, even if the husband had 
died without heirs. It must be borne in mind that 
there are two schools of law in India. The Mitas- 
chara prevails throughout the peninsula of India. 

The Da/ya-Bhaga is confined to Bengal, and is, there- 
fore, the exceptional law. Now, the Daya-Bhaga, 
though it is not the law which governs the rights of 
Hindoos in Madras, gives larger powers to widows 
than the Mitaschara, which latter authority, we sub- 
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mit, governs this case upon this point. It makes no 
difference that she was the widow of a Brahmin. The 
general Hindoo law on this subject is thus stated 
by Sir Thomas Strange, “Hindu Law/^ Vol. I. p. 246 
(2nd edit.): “With respect not only to what she 
may have inherited from her husband, but to its 
accumulated savings also, her duty is to regard her- 
self as little more than tenant for life, and trustee for 
the next heirs, of property so possessed ; being (as 
already intimated) restricted from alienating it, by 
her sole independent act, unless for necessary sub- 
sistence, or purposes beneficial to the deceased.’^ 
This interpretation of the law is confirmed by the 
Pundits, in the case of Ramasamg v. Mandavilhj 
Pariah, referred to in Strangers “ Hindu Law,” Vol. 
II. p. 408, 80, in the Daga-Bhaga of Jimuta Vahana, 
ch. XL sec. i. art. 06, it is laid down that “the wife 
must only enjoy her husband’s estate after his demise. 
She is not entitled to make a gift, mortgage, or sale 
of it. Thus, Catyayana says, “Let the childless 
widow, preserving unsullied the bed of her lord, and 
abiding with her venerable protector, enjoy with 
moderation the property until her death. After her 
let the heirs take it.” And in the Miiaschara, ch. IL 
sec. i. art. 3.5, which is an authority more favourable 
to the widow’s rights than the law received in other 
parts of India, it is said, that if the husband dies 
without male issue, his brothers take, and the widow 
has only an allowance for maintenance for life, as 
“the wife takes as much as is adequate for her sub- 
sistence, and the brethren take the rest.’’ In Morley's 
Dig. tit. “Inheritance” 4. “of widows,” Vol. L p. 311, 
it is broadly laid down that “a widow succeeding to 
the landed estate of her husband, takes only a life 
interest,” and he quotes minaerous authorities in sup- 
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port of that proposition. The restriction upon the 
widow’s power of alienation of the real estate of her 
husband arises from the fact that she has only a life 
estate. Sir F. W. Macnaghten, “Hindu Law,” p. 9, 
says “widows who take an estate shall take it for life 
only.” And so it has been determined by the Supreme 
Court at Calcutta, GopeymoJiun Thahoor v. Sehnn- 
Cower (o) Doe dew. Rawanund Mookopadhia v. Raw- 
kissen Dutt {b), Doe dem. Sib)ianth Roy v, Bunsooh 
Buzzary (c) ; by the Sndder Court there, Mohun Lai 
Khan v. Ranee Siroomnnnee (d), Nundkowar Rat v. 
Rajindnrnaraen (c), Pokhnarain v. Muftsawant Sees- 
phool {/); and by this Tribunal, in the case of Keernt 
Sing V. Koolahul Singh (g). 

Thirdly; the estates of a Hindoo, whether of the 
Brahmin or any other caste, dying without heirs, 
devolve on the Sovereign power, by the law, as now 
administered in India. [The Lord Justice Knight 

would avoid further litigation if some 
arrangement could be made for the surrender 
of the Zewindary to Government upon payment 
of what is due to the Respondent.] The Indian 
Government, as the Sovereign power, took the 
Zemindary, in the absence of heirs of the late Zemin- 
dar, by escheat. Nothing can be more positive than 
the right of the State to take either as nliimus htrre^t, 
or for forfeiture, as in the ease of felony (/*) or trea- 
son, the estate of a Hindoo. Mad. Reg. VIT. of 

(a) Sir E. H. East, notes of decidea coses, 2 Morley’s Dig. p. 110. 

(b) Ib. 219. (r) 7b. 131. 

(d) 2 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 32. (e) 1 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 262. 

(/■) 3 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 116. 

{g) 2 Moore^a Ind. App. Cases, 33]. 

(b) Upon this point see the ease of The Advocate-General v. 
Richmond ; Oriental Cases by Sir E. Peri’y, p. 566, in which the 
question was raised to whom the goods of a convicted felon belonged, 
whether to the Crown or the East India Company. 
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1817, sec. 6, expressly provides for the general super- 
intendence of all escheats, which that section directs 
to be vested in the Board of Revenue. That regu- 
lation was founded upon the Ben. Reg. XIX. of 1810, 
sec. 7, which is almost identical ■udth the former 
Regulation, and also provides for the superintendence 
of escheats. Joanna Fernandez v. Domingo de Silva{a)f 
was a case of a British subject dying in Iridia 
without heirs, and the Sadder Court held that the 
Government was entitled to take the lands under the 
provisions of the latter Regulation. If there can be 
any exemption in such law from the general law of 
escheat in favour of any class, it must be confined to 
the estates of Brahmins who are devoted to priestly 
offices, and does not apply to the Zemindary in ques- 
tion. It is true that it is laid down in the Institutes 
of Menu, ch, IX. sec. 189, that “The property of a 
Brahmin shall never be taken as an escheat by the 
King; this is fixed law: but the wealth of the other 
classes, on failure of all heirs, the King may take.^’ 
And that principle is adopted in the Mitaschara, ch. 
II. sec. vii. art. 5. But it is impossible to receive this 
as an exposition of Hindoo law now received or acted 
upon in India. It must be treated as obsolete. Sir 
Thomas Strange says in his preface to his treatise on 
Hindu Law,’’ Vol. I. p. xiii., that the Institutes of Menil, 
though the undoubted foundation of all Hindoo law, are 
looked upon by Jurists “as a work to be respected, 
rather than, in modern times, to be implicitly followed.” 
So W. H. Macnaghten “Hindu Law,” Vol, L, pref. p. 
viii., treats of ancient Hindoo laws as obsolete at the time 
he wrote. But, if the question is to be tried solely by 
the ancient Hindoo law, if not aifected by. Mad. Reg. ' 
VII. of 1817, which we contend overrides it, then we 

(a) 2 Ben. Sud, Dew. Rep. pp. 227, 230, 
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submit, that the exemption in such law i'roni the <Jo- 
veinment’s right to take by escheat, in iavour of any 
class, is confined to the estates of sacerdotal Bialv- 
iniiis, a distinction well known and defined by the 
Hindoo law. W. U. Macnaghten^s “Hindu Law,” 
Vol. I. ch. V. pp. 248—263; Strange’s “ Hindoo Law” 
Vol. II. pp. 220, 247, where the point was distinctly 
raised and decided. Mill’s British India, Vol. I. p. 185 
(4 edit, by Wilson), gives a valuable summary of the law 
relating to Brahmins, showing the utter impossibility 
of the application of the doctrine laid down by Menu 
to the present state of society. Wilson sa>s, in a 
note, Vol. I. p. 182, that the Brahmins, collectively, 
have lost all claim to the character of a priesthood, 
and that they form a nation following all kinds of 
secular avocations. How is a Brahmin property to be 
generally exempt from escheat ■ Take this test. Sup- 
pose a Brahmin committed telony, or treason, if the 
passage in Menu is to be adopted, the Crown would 
have no power of declaring liis estate forfeited to the 
State, Such an anomaly could not be permitted upon 
the authority of a single passage in that work. If the 
Crown cannot take as ultiniiis lucres, who then is the 
heir of a Brahmin! Menu does not say any one 
Brahmin in particular, but “Bralimins who read the 
three Vedas/’ ch. IX. sec. 188. Such succession is 
utterly impracticable. Strange s “Hindu Law, \oL 
I. pp. 149, 310. [2nd edit.] In any circumstancc.s the 
ruling power must take, even if it be held to be sub- 
ject to a trust for a Brahmin ; though such a trust 
would be void by English law for uncertainty. 

Lastly, we are not concluded by the orders or tlio 
decrees of the Sudder Court and the Civil Court of Ma- 
suUpatam, in 1854, and we submit that, although the 
former order was not appealed from, yet that the whole 
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subject at issue can be taken into consideration by 
the Court upon a final decree, Sumbhoolall Girdhurlall 
V. The Collector of Surat (a). No appeal lies from 
an Interlocutory order (h). 

Sir Htigh Cairns, Q.C., Mr. Agrion, and Mr. Norton 
for the Respondent. 

First: Our answer to the Appellant’s argument is, 
that there is no possessory title by the Government; 
on the contrary, that the Collector in advising the 
compromise admitted the Respondent’s possessory 
title, and that the Government are bound by the 
Collector’s acts. Indeed the Respondent’s title is 
unquestionable. He was put into possession, and 
holds the Zemnidarg under a judgment of a Court 
ol* competent jurisdiction, made in a regular suit in 
which the Collector, as representing the Government, 
was a party, and such judgment is still in force, unim- 
peached and not the subject of the present appeal. 
Mad. Reg. Vlll. of 1818, sec. 3, requires, that if the 
party is dissatisfied, an appeal should be interposed 
within six months^ otherwise the decree stands. No 
appeal having been brought it is too late now to ques- 
tion the decree. The proceedings of the 13th of Feb- 
niarg, 1854, therefore, operate as an estoppel, and are 
a bar to the present suit. What was done under Mad. 
Reg. VIL of 1817, sec. 6, was merely an administra- 
tive act on the part of the Government as between 
itself and one of the Government Board of revenue. 
It does not in the slightest degree alter the rights 
of any of the parties in respect of this property. 
The Appellant’s contention, that the Government 
were in possession by escheat, and that the pos- 
session decreed to the Respondent by the decree 

(«) 8 Moore’s Ind. App, Cases, 1. (b) 1 Summary Cases, 113. 
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ol' the Court was ultra vire^y cannot prevail. For 
if the Government taking by escheat is the next 
heir, then from the acts of the Collector we must 
assume that we have had their full assent to the 
alienation by the widow. 

Secondly. It is contended by the Appellant, that 
a childless widow is by the Hindoo law tenant for life 
only, and has no power of alienating immoveable 
estate. We submit, that such a proposition is untenable 
and cannot be maintained. The principle of the 
Hindoo Law is, that a childless widow has the whole 
inheritance of the estate vested in her. It is true 
that her rights over that inheritance are so far re- 
stricted and qualified that she cannot dispose of real 
estate without the consent not only of the lineal heirs 
of her deceased husband, but also of the collateral 
relations, or for a sufficient cause, such as necessary 
subsistence, or for purposes beneficial to her late hus- 
band, Strangers “Hindu Law,“ Vol. 1. p. 246, which 
operates as an alienation for the benefit of the next 
heir. Such alienation must, however, be with the 
consent of the members of the family, who are entitled 
to maintenance, but if there be no heirs, then the 
limitation, ex neceanitate, ceases to exist. No doubt can 
be raised that in this case upon the death of the Zemin- 
dar last seized, the Zemmdary devolved upon his widow. 
There is nothing known in Hindoo law analogous to 
the English law with respect to dower, or that by 
which a claimant would be simply tenant for life. 
The inheritance is in the widow as perfectly as what 
in England would be called the fee. The authorities fully 
support this. In the case ot Cossitia/ut Bysach v. Hut - 
Toosoondry Dossee (a) Sir Edward Hyde East says, the 
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(a) 2 Moriey’s Dig. 215. 
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widow has '‘the entire right of property vested in her, 
both in the moveable and iimnoveable estate;, for there 
is no distinction between them taken in the Books^ in 
respect of the husband’s estate devolving upon her as 
heir.” So in the Baya-Bhagay ch. XL sec. L, art. 
43, it is laid down, that "on failure of heirs down to 
the son’s grandson, the wife, being inferior in preten- 
sions to sons and the rest, because she performs acts 
si)iritually beneficial to her husband from the date of 
her widowhood (and not like them from the moment 
of their birth), succeeds to the estate on their default.” 
This exposition of the widow’s right of inheritance is 
recognized in the case of Poldinarain v. Mussumaut 
SeespJiool («), Sihhoo Singh v. Pirthee Singh {h). 

Thirdly, we insist that the estate in question was, 
at the death of the widow, Lutchmedavamali, charged 
with the debt due to the Respondent, being mortgaged 
to him to secure repayment thereof, and that, the right 
or interest of the Respondent in the Zemindary did not 
escheat to Govenunent on the widow’s decease. The 
question of escheat involves two considerations: — first, 
that although we admit that the ruling power may 
generally take by escheat on failure of heirs, yet an 
exception exists in the case of a Brahmin, and that 
in this case, as the Zemindar last seized was a Brahi 
min, the Government could not take, as upon his 
death his real and personal property must be given to 
a Brahmin. That is the opinion of the Stidder Court, 
founded upon the great authority of Menu, and unless 
you repudiate that authority, the law as expounded by 
the Pundits and adopted by the Court must prevail. 
Menu, ch. IX. art. 189, says, " The property of a 
Brahmin shall never be taken as an escheat by the 

{a) 3 Ben. Sud. Dew. Rep. 114. (fc) 10 S. D. R. N. W. P. 415. 
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King; this is fixed law: but the wealth of the other 
classes, on failure of all heirs, the King may take.* 
And this doctrine is fully recognized in the Miiaschara, 
in ch. II. sec. vii., “on the succession of strangers upon 
failure of the kindred.” In art. 3 it is laid down that a 
learned priest is heir; according io Gautama, 28, 29; and 
art. 4 of that section states, generally, any Brahmin who 
has read the three Vedas, as Menu has declared; and so 
in art. 5, where it is unequivocally declared that “Never 
shall a King take the wealth of a priest; for the text 
of Menu forbids it: The property of a Brahmin shall 
never be taken by a King: this is fixed law. It is also 
declared by Nareda, If there be no heir of a Brahmin *s 
wealth, on his demise, it must be given to a Brahmin, 
otherwise the King is tainted with sin;** and so it is 
laid down by Strange, “Hindu Law,** Vol. I. p. 149. 
Secondly, if the Government took by escheat as the 
ultimus Uceres, then the act of the Government officer 
is binding, as it shows the full consent of the Go- 
vernment to the alienation by the widow. Nothing 
is to be found in the pleadings to show that the Go- 
vernment impeached it on that ground, which they 
were bound to have done if they depend upon their 

right by escheat. 

But, lastly, the Government in no circumstances can 
have a right to the estate sought to be recovered until 
the Respondent *s claims have been discharged. It is a 
simple case of a mortgagee endeavouring to recover 
back money, which it is admitted he had advanced 
for the benefit of the Zemindary. 

Judgment was reserved, and now delivered by 

The Lord Justice Knight Bbuce. 

Of the various questions that have arisen in this 
case, the only one which appears to have been argued 
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in the BuMer Dewanny Adawlut at Madras, and cer- 
tainly the only one decided by that Court, is, whether, 
on the death of a Brahmin without heirs,, the Sove- 
reign power in British India is entitled to take his 
estate by escheat. The decision of the Sudder Court 
upon this question strikes at the root of the Appel- 
lant’s title; and its correctness is, therefore, the first 
thing to be now considered. 

The learned Judges of the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut 
have treated the question as one to be determined 
merely by Hindoo law; and recognizing the general 
right of the Crown or other ruling power by escheat 
when there is a failure of heirs, have adopted and 
enforced an exception as to the property of Brah- 
mins, which is supposed to result from certain texts 
in Menu and other ancient authorities. The argu- 
ments addressed to us have also assumed the applica- 
bility of the Hindoo law; and their Lordships, there- 
fore, propose to deal primarily with the question, 
whether that law, as it now obtains in British India, 
has, if applicable to the case, been properly held to 
be fatal to the Appellant’s title. 

For the exposition of the Hindoo law on the point, 
it is unnecessary to go back further than the Mitas- 
chara. That treatise, the highest authority on the law 
of inheritance in the part of India where the Zemin- 
dary, the subject of this suit, is situate, comprises, 
amongst other authorities, the passage of Menu 
Wthich is principally relied upon. It is, however, 
from the consideration of the whole chapter of the 
work, and of the different authorities which are there 
collected, taken together, that we are most likely to 
arrive at a right conception of the law. 

The important passages are in articles 3, 4, and 
5, of chapter II., section vii. 
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From these it would appear that the beneficial 
enjoyment of a Brahmin's property ought not on 
his death without heirs to pass to the King; that 
it ought, in some way or another, to pass to other 
Bralunins. But the texts also show that it is not to 
pass to Brahmins generally, or even to any definite or 
well-ascertained class of them. The persons to take 
the beneficial interest are to be Brahmins having cer- 
tain spiritual quaUfications ; they are to be pure in 
body and mind, and are to have read the three Vedas, 
If this be the law, it seems to imply a power of selec- 
tion ; and a right of possession, at least intermediate, 
of the property in somebody. It cannot be supposed 
that the first Brahmin who could lay hands upon the 
property of a member of his caste dying without 
heirs was to hold it, subject, perhaps, to the con- 
dition of showing that he possessed the personal 
qualifications which the law requires. 

It appears to their Lordships, that the passage 
quoted by the Mitaschara from Naredaj in the very 
section which cites tlie prohibition of Menu, shows 
what the law in its utmost strictness was. That 
passage is— “If there be no heir of a Brahmana's 
wealth, on his demise it must be given to a Brah- 
mana. Otherwise the King is tainted with sin. In 
other words, the King is to take the property, but to 
take it subject to the duty, which he cannot neglect 
without sin, of disposing of it at his discretion 
amongst Brahmins of the kind contemplated by the 

preceding texts. 

If this be so, it appears to their Lordships that, 
according to Hindoo law, the title of the King by 
escheat to the property of a Brahmin dying without 
heirs ought, as in any other case, to prevail against 
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any claimant who cannot show a better title; and 
that the only question that arises upon the authori- 
ties is, whether Brahminical property so taken is, in 
the hands of the King, subject to a trust in favour of 
Brahmins. In this suit, where the issue is between 
the Government claiming the property (whether sub^ 
ject to a trust or not), by escheat, and a party claim- 
iiig by an adverse title, it is unnecessary to decide 
whether the duty imposed upon the King is one of 
imperfect obligation, or a positive trust affecting the 
property in his hands, or wliether, if a trust, it is or 
is not one incapable of enforcement by reason of the 
uncertainty of its objects. It is also unnecessary to 
decide on the arguments addressed to us concerning 
a distinction, or supposed distinction, between the 
Brahmins who have been called ‘‘Sacerdotal Brah- 
mins” and the ordinary members of the caste. For, 
assuming that the Appellant’s title is to be governed 
by Hindoo law, and assuming that there is no valid 
distinction in this matter between sacerdotal and 
other Brahmins, their Lordships, for the reasons 
above stated, would be unable to concur in the 
judgment under review. 


Their Lordships, however, are not satisfied that the 
SuMe,r Court was not in error when it treated the 
Appellant s claim as wholly and merely determin- 
able by Hindoo law. They conceive that the title 
which he sets up may rest on grounds of general or 
universal law. 


The last owner of the property in question in this 
suit derived her title under an express grant from the 
Government to her husband, a Brahmin, whom she 
succeeded as heiress-at-law. If, upon her death, 
there had been any heirs of her husband, those heirs 
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must have been ascertained by the principles of the 
Hindoo law; but by reason of the prevalence of a 
state of law in the Mofussil which renders the ascer- 
tainment of the heirs to take on the death of an 
owner of property, a question substantially dependent 
on the status of that owner. Thus the property being 
originally, and remaining, alienable, might have passed 
by acts inter vivos in succession to British subject, to 
foreign European owner, to Armenian, to Jew, to 
Hindoo, to Mahometan, to Parsee, or to any other 
person, whatever his race, religion, or country. Ac- 
cording to the law administered by the Provincial 
Courts of British India, on the death of any owner, 
being absolute owner, any question touching the in- 
heritance from him of his property is determinable 
in a manner personal to the last owner. This system 
is made the rule for Hindoos and Mahomedans by 
positive regulation ; in other cases it rests upon the 
course of judicial decisions. But when it is made 
out clearly that by the law applicable to the last 
owner, there is a total failure of heirs, then the claim 
to the land ceases (we apprehend) to be subject to 
any such personal law ; and as all property not dedi- 
cated to certain religious trusts must have some legal 
owner, and there can be, legally speaking, no unowned 
property, the law of escheat intervenes and prevails, 
and is adopted generally in all the Courts of the 
country alike. Private ownership not existing, the 
State must be owner as ultimate Lord. Consequently, 
the claim of the Government, in the present instance, 
might have been considered with reference to this 

principle. 

■ In the case of The East India Compa/tty v. The 
Mayor of Lyons (1 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 175), the 
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question arose whether an alien could hold lands in 
British India. Some of those lands were without 
the bounds of a Presidency town. It was decided, 
on appeal here, that that part of the law of England 
which disabled an alien from holding land against 
the claim of the Crown had not been introduced 
into India; but the reasons and principles of the 
decision do not appear to their Lordships to be in- 
consistent with the view that they take of the present 
controversy. 


In the present case, if the Hindoo law had ex- 
pressly provided that, upon the death of a Brahmin 
without heirs, ordinarily so-called, his property should 
pass to some definite person or class of persons; if, 
foi instance, it admitted, in the case of a Brahminical 
succession, collaterals more remote than it would ad- 
mit in the case of succession to a Soodra, there would 
be ground for excluding the title of the Crown, be- 
cause there would, by Hindoo law, be some person in 
the nature of an heir capable of succeeding; but here 
the Sudder Bewanny Adawlut rests its decision on 
what it terms “the primary declaration of Mem that 
the property of a Brahmin shall never be taken by 
the King; That declaration' is contained in an 
article (see Menu, ch, IX. art. 189) which, assuming a 
complete failure of heirs, negatives the King’s right 
to Brahminical property, whilst it affirms his title to 
the wealth of all other classes in such circumstances. 
In so dealing with the question, the Sudder Court 
was, we think, applying the actual or supposed 

Hindoo law, in derogation of the general right of 
the British Sovereignty. 

Their Lordships ’ opinion is in favour of the general 
right of the Crown to take by escheat the land of a 
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Hindoo subject, though a Brahmin, dying without 
heirs; and they think that the claim of the Appel- 
lant to the Zemindary in question (subject, or not 
subject, to a trust) ought to prevail, unless it has been 
absolutely, or to the extent of a valid and subsisting 
charge, defeated by the acts of the widow, Lutchme- 
davamah, in her lifetime. In the latter case, the Go- p.h, 
vernment will, of course, be entitled to the property 
subject to the charge. 

It follows that the decree of the Sadder Adawlut 
cannot stand. The manner in which it ought to be 
varied depends upon the decision of the questions 
which have been raised on this appeal touching the 
effect of the acts of Lutchmedevamah in her life- 
time. On none of these has the Sadder Adawlut 
adjudicated. On some of them, as, for instance, the 
effect of the Collector’s acts in 1841, it is particularly 
desirable to have the judgment of that Court. Again, 
it appears to their Lordships very doubtful whether the 
present record affords the materials requisite for the 
satisfactory decision of some of those questions. There 
is little, if any, legal evidence of the nature of the 
advances made to the widow, or of the necessity for 
them It may be also material to know what was 
the nature and what the effect of the proceedings by 
which the execution of the Razeenamah was suspended. 

In these circumstances, their Lordships, though they 
would have been glad to determine, if they could, this 
long litigation by a final decree, do not feel that they 
can safely do more than remit the case to the Sadder 
Adawlut for further hearing, with a declaration that 
the general right of the Government by escheat 
(subject, or not subject, to a trust) has been esta- 
blished. It is right, however, to state further their 
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Lordships ’ opinion, that the proceedings of the Sudder 
the Adawlut, under the dates of the 27th of October. 
or 1853, and the 21st of October, 1854, do not consti- 
PATAM to the title of the Appellant in this 

CAVALY ^^^y amount to an award of pos- 

7a“r''ra*na^ session, with which, in the present state of the cause, 
PAH. and until its final adjudication, their Lordships will 
not interfere. 

Their Lordships desire again to suggest, for tlie 
consideration of the parties, that some arrangement 
loi the surrender of the Zeiniudary to Government, 
upon payment of what is due to the Respondent for 
the advances actually made, would probably meet the 
real justice of the case, and save both parties from 
protracted litigation. 

There will be no costs of this appeal. The costs 

in India will be dealt with by the Court to whom the 
cause is remitted. 

It is remitted with the declaration as to the right of 

the Crown by escheat, without touching the question 
of trust, or no trust (a). 

(rO Sec the further report of this case, next page. 
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The Collector of Masuhpatam - - Appellantj 

AND 

Cavaly Venkata Narrainapah - - Respondents* 
On appeal from the Sndder Adawlut at Madras, 


Sindu Law~Widow — Estate talcen by — Nature and incidents of-^ 

Alienation— When bindinff — Necessity— Burden of Proof— Crown taking 
estate by escheat — Eight of, to impeach alienation by widow — Estoppeir— 

Prinaiples of — Collector — Acts of, in excess of authority — Government %f 
estopped by — Hindu Law — Texts — Opinion of Pundits at variance with — 

Value of. 

By the Hindoo Law of inheritance, a childless widow takes as heir, but 
it is only a special and qualified estate. 

If there be collateral heirs of the husband, the widow cannot alien 
the property except for special purposes, such as for religious or chanta- 
ble objects, or those acts which are supposed to conduce to the spiritual 
welfare of her husband, in which circumstances she has a larger power 
of disposition than that which she possesses for purely worldly purposes. 

To support an alienation for the latter purpose, she must show actual 

necessity. , . , , « 

The restrictions imposed by the Hindoo Law on a wiaow s power of 

alienation of her husband’s estate arc inseparable from her estate, and 
do not depend on the existence of heirs capable of taking on her death. 

Wben the Crown takes by escheat for want of heirs, it has the same 
right to impeach an unauthorized alieiiatiou by the widow, which the 
heivs’of the husband (had there been any) would have had. 

The acts of a Government Officer bind the Government only wh^ he 
is acting in the discharge of a certain duty ivithin the limits^ of his 
authority, or if he exceed that authority, when the Government in fact, 
or in law, directly, or by implication, ratifies the excess. 

Circumstances in which it was held that, a Government Offi^r had no 
authority to waive the rights to which the Govcrninent might be entitled 
by escheat, aud that a decree founded thereon by a Court in India did not 
operate as an estoppel against the Crown. 

The rule laid down in the case of Myna Boyce v. Ootoram {ant^, p. 400), 
that an opinion of the Pundits, apparently discordant from works of cur- 
rent and established authority upon Hindoo Law, given in the absence 
of authorities, or of local usage, is not to be received as conclusive upon 
the question at issue without further investigation, approved of. 

In the first appeal in this case, the question then *9th^& 30th 
raised, the right of the Appellant to seize an estate ,861! ' 


• Pj.gggji^ • 'Members of the Judiicial Committee, The Right 
Hon. the Lord Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. the Lord 
Justice Turner, and the Right Hon. Sir John Taylor Colendgo. 

Assessors— The Right Hon. Sir Laivrence Peel, and the Right 
Hon. Sir James W. Colvile. 
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in his collectorate as an escheat to the Government 
for want of an heir to the person last possessed, their 
Lordships decided in favour of the general right of 
the Crown to take by escheat the estate in question, 
subject, or not subject, to a trust, and remitted the case 
to the Sndder Dewanny Adawlut for further hearing, 
vnth the expression of their opinion, that there was 
not sufficient evidence in the case to admit of a 
satisfactory decision on the subject of the trust and 
the claims under it. 


The suit accordingly was again brought before the 
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut on the 20th of Octohefy 
I860, and, on the 22nd of the same month, that Court 
delivered judgment, whereby, after stating that the 
Court had ascertained from the parties that they were 
not in a position to come to an arrangement in accord- 
ance with their Lordships’ suggestions, but wished the 
suit to proceed, and that the Court “had not found it 
necessary towards their pronouncing upon the merits 
of the suit to call for the additional evidence which 
their Lordships had indicated as apparently requisite,” 
the judgment of the Court proceeded in these terms: 
“The arguments brought before the Court have 
led them to consider, primarily, what may be the 
rights of the Crown by the law of escheat, especially 
as connected with the powers of a female, under 
Hindoo law, to alienate property. In view of The 
circumstances under which the right of the Crown 
to an escheat, in reference to the particular estate in 
litigation, has been declared by their Lordships of the 
■ Privy Council, any clause of the Hindoo law, ‘actual 
or supposed,’ notwithstanding, the Court have felt 
it incumbent on them to judge of the law of escheat 
in the most general aspect; and, towards forming an 
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opinion on the subject, they have admitted the argu- 
ments of Counsel, based upon the bearings of the 
law as recognized in the Courts in hjngland, besides of 

taking into consideration the state of the law as patam 

existing in this part of India, which it is their more cavalv 

peculiar province to deal with. It has been pressed 
upon the Court, that by Knglish law, title by escheat pah. 

does not confer the powers belonging to title by 
heirship. The Lord paramount, it is declared, always 
takes to his own disadvantage, Burgess v. Wheats (1 
Sir W. Black. 123). There a trustee held property, 
and those for whose benefit it had been intrusted 
to him had lapsed, the Crown was declared not 
entitled to deprive the trustee of the possessioii 
as having escheated to it, 2 Spence, ‘ Equi. Juiis. 
p. 266; Taylor v. Hay garth (14 Sim. 16, 7). It has 
been also ruled, in the case of property held under 
mortgage, the heirs of the mortgagor being extinct, 
that the Crown cannot exercise the equity of redemii- 
tion, Burgess v. Wheats; Jeremy, ‘Equi. Juris.’ p. 182; 2 
Spence, ‘Equi. Juris,’ 237; Taylor v. Haygarth; Pres- 
cott v. Tyler (1 Jurist, 470). Also, that the Crown 
cannot enforce forfeiture upon breach of condition, 

Burgess v. Wheats. The Hindoo law is here analogous. 

Had the last undisputed owner of the Zemindary in 
issue been a male, without male progeny, he could 
have alienated the estate at any moment before his 
death, whether with or \vithout consideration, and no 
collateral could have questioned the act. By conse- 
quence, the Crown could not do so. The last owner 
having been a female, the power to alienate in her was 
placed by the law under certain special restrictions— 
that is, though destitute of direct lineage, she could 
7 ii>t alienate to the prejudice of her remotest heirs, 
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save under their consent, or under strict necessity. 
In the present suit, the Crown claim to possess the 
restrictive power belonging to an heir of the female, 
and have laid this suit to defeat her act. The Court 
have consulted their Pundits on the occasion, and 
their declaration is to the effect that the limitations 
under which a female is placed are exclusively for 
protection of the interests of her heirs — meaning 
thereby her kindred — or those of her husband; that 
failing all sucli heirs, the provision does not extend 
to the protection of the interests of the ruling power 
as coming in by escheat; and that in regard to the 
ruling power, the female is absolutely free, being at 
liberty to alienate without seeking its consent, and 
irrespective of its ulterior rights. Among the autho- 
rities quoted by the Pundits in support of their view 
of the law, they have referred to MiiascJtara, ch. L 
sec. i. art. 2, where the following definition appears: 
— ‘The term heritage (Daya) signifies that wealth, 
which becomes the property of another, solely by 
reason of relation to the owner. ^ This being the 
treatise under which rights in property are governed 
among Hindoos in this part of India, the dictum 
must be received as of high authority; and it obviously 
governs all those parts of the treatise which relate to 
the limitation under which females are placed in 
respect of those who are to take the ‘heritage’ after 
them — that is, ‘the heirs,’ or, as the original is, the 
^ Dayadies/ The limitations are thus for protection 
of those to whom the property is to come in right of 
kindred; and here the Crown, as the ultimate possible 
successor, is not in question. Accordingly, it is the 
consent of the ^Dayadies^ that must be secured by 
the female before she can alienate, save under strict 
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necessity, and the consent of the Crown is unessential. 
Community of right in property among the Hindoos 
ig ever dependent upon community in blood, and the 
possible ultimate appropriation by the Crown rests 
upon quite another basis. It is where there is ho 
‘heir’ only, that the Crown comes in, and obviously 
as universal landlord, where no individual rights 
exist, and for the avoidance of the disputations and 
disturbance which would arise were unclaimed pro- 
perty left, without provision of law, to be seized 
upon by the strongest or the most active. This the 
Court consider to be the principle of the law of 
escheat. Under it, the Crown could probably defeat 
tlie possession of any heirless property obtained by 
fraud upon the previous owner, and certainly any 
that had been secured by mere seizure without pretence 
of right; but where there is an assignment by the 
former owner, the Crown cannot take the place of an 
licir to challenge the power of the individual to effect 
the assignment, and undo the act. It is upon the 
presumption that the Crown has lIuis the power to 
challenge and defeat the act of the last incumbent 
that this suit has been brought, and on the ground 
that the Crown, by the law of escheat, has no such 
power, the suit should be dismissed. Another bar 
to the suit, it appears to the Court, is created 
by the Collector’s act in 1841, to which their 
Lordships of the Privy Council advert. The De- 
fendant was in process of putting in execution 
the decree held by him, and was about to have his 
claim satisfied by sale of the ZeiuiiiAary, as provided 
for in the decree. The execution was intrusted by 
the Court to the Collector to enforce, when he gave 
that counsel to the debtor, Lutchmedavamah, which 
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led to the execution of the Razeenamah on which the 
Defendant founds his title. The terms of the Razee- 
namah were immediately communicated to the Col- 
lector, and the execution dropped. The Collector 
held office in more capacities than one. As respected 
the enforcement of the decree, he was acting as the 
Nazir, or executive officer, of the Court; otherwise, 
in his ordinary position, he was the agent or represen- 
tative of the Government in his District. It appears 
clear to the Court that, in advising Lutchmedavamah 
to come to some terms settling upon any conditions 
with t.be creditor, so as to save the estate from sale, 
the Collector was dealing with the matter in a manner 
beyond the functions devolving on him as executive 
officer of the Court, and was acting in the capacity 
proper to him as agent of the Government. It is the 
policy of the Government to save from peremptory 
sale the possessions of landlords, and especially those 
important estates known as Zemmdaries; and there 
can be little doubt that it was owing to the interest 

thus felt m Lutchmedavamah as a Zemindar that the 

* 

advice in any way to save her property from being 
brought to auction was given, together with the respite 
necessary for the purpose. The terms into which 
Lutchmedavamah entered with her creditor, in pur- 
suance of the above advice, were such as to allow of 
the estate eventually vesting in him. The Collector, 
after being made aware of these terms, offered' no ob- 
jection thereto. On the contrary, he gave effect to 
the arrangement, and so indorsed it, by dropping the 
execution. It would be altogether inadmissible that 
the Collector, individually, after the condition of lapse 
to the creditor had become effectual, should appear 
and protest against the arrangement, and seek lo de- 
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feat it on the plea that it was made without his 
consent and against his interests; and it is equally 
inadmissible that his principal, the Government, 
should do so. The Court are of opinion, therefore, 
that, supposing the consent of the ruling power to 
the alienation by Lutchmedavamah were necessary, the 
suit should be dismissed on the ground that such con- 
sent was in effect obtained. But even if it might be 
admitted that the Government could now challenge 
■ the alienation in question, it appears to the Court 
that the plaint takes up no ground on which the act 
can be called in question. The Defendant held a 
decree, in which it was found, upon evidence taken, 
that the debt was one actually incurred by Lutchme- 
davamah, and of a nature to be fairly and legally 
chargeable upon the estate. To defeat that decree 
the Plaintiff had to subvert the facts found, by show- 
ing that the judgment was one obtained fraudulently 
and collusively; that the debt was not a bona fide one, 
or that the obligation was of a character such as to 
render it not chargeable on the estate. In the plaint 
no such grounds are taken. The plaint, in fact, is 
founded upon a wrong view of the law, being to this 
purport: — *Let the obligation be of what character 
it will, it is not chargeable upon the estate, as a female 
can, under no circumstances, alienate her property in 
which she holds but a life interest.’ Now, it is well 
known, and certainly not disputed at the hearing of 
this appeal, that a female may alienate her property 
absolutely, if for relief of necessities. There can be 
lo more admissible necessity than the obligation to 
meet the Peishcush or Government demand, failing 
discharge of which the estate would be peremptorily 
sold, and lost both to the occupant and her heirs. 
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Advances for Peishcush are represented to have formed 
an essential part of the debt incurred by Lutchmeda- 
vamah. The fact was so found in the decree held by 
the Defendant, and the plaint discloses that the Plain- 
tiff was aware, as in truth he was bound to be, that 
such was the alleged cliaracter of the debt. Yet 
there is no denial that the debt was thus incurred. 
On the contrary, the Civil Judge who had the conduct 
of the actual examination of the case, states, in his 
judgment, that ‘the justice or otherwise of the claim 
in original suit, No. 18 of 1838, is in no way called 
in question in tlie present case.’ True it is, the Civil 
Judge adds, that ‘the suit is alluded to as having 
been a collusive one,’ but where he has met with 
such collusion the Court fails to discover. The claim 
itself being taken as a just one, how the suit can 
have been a collusive one is not apparent. Possibly 
the fact of the suit having been undefended is all 
that is pointed to. From all these grounds, the 
Court come to the conclusion that the plaint has 
alleged nothing in consideration of which the assign- 
ment by Lutchmedavamah to the Defendant can be 
called in question. It has been maintained, on the 
part of the Plaintiff, at the hearing of this appeal, 
that the burden of sustaining the legality of the 
assignment rested upon the Defendant. The Court 
think otherwise. First, as before observed, he held 
a decree sustaining the basis of the assignment, and 


it was for the objector to show something by which 


that decree could be overthrown. Nothing of the 
sort having been shown, the Defendant may rest upon 
his decree. Secondly, even supposing there had been 
no decree, or that the decree obtained cannot be 
pleaded, the obligation in question was not incurred 
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with the Det'eiidaut, but with his father, it sprang 
from transactions originating, as tlie decree held by 
him shows, in 1813, and continued to 1838, and 
remaining unchallenged, so tar as this Plaintiff is 
concerned, until the filing of this suit in 1855, even 
if this suit can be said to have called them in ques- 
tion. The father, in 1831, obtained assurance for 
the debt by the bond in favour of which the said 
decree was given, and the Defendant, in 1841, entei'ed 
upon the fresh transaction, on the basis of the pre- 
vious obligation, which it is the design of this suit to 
set aside. The Defendant would be placed at a great 
disadvantage, were the maintenance of his position 
to be dependent upon his producing antiquated testi- 
mony of transactions long ago concluded, and not 
personally so by himself— evidence which may by 
this time have been extinguished, or otherwise placed 
beyond his reach. The Court think, therefore, that 
where such a transaction as that now in question is 
challenged, the burden of showing cause against it 
rests with the challenger, in this opinion, the Court 
find themselves supported by a judgment of the Privy 
Council. In deciding upon a case, where the heir 
sought to free his estate of liability for a charge in- 
curred liy the previous incumbent as his guardian, 
their Lordships observed, — ‘It is obvious, howevei, 
that it might be unreasonable to require such lU’oof 
from one not an original party {U., the creditor) 
after a lapse of time, and enjoyment and apparent 
acquiescence; consequently, if, as is the case heie 
as to part of the charge, it be created by substi- 
tution of a new security for an older one, where 
the consideration for the older one was an old 
precedent debt of an ancestor not previously c^ues- 
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iH6i. tioned, a prcsuiiiptioii of the kind contended for by 

The the Appellant (the creditor, namely, that the obliga- 
coLLECTOR formed a valid charge) would be reasonable/ 

^'^^^^oo.manpersaud Panday v. Miissuynat Bahooee Myin- 

cavaly Koomveree (6 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 420), 
vencata The burden of proving, therefore, whatever might be 

Narraina* „ ^ 

PAH. necessary to tree the estate in issue of its liability to 
the Defendant, has rested upon the Plaintiff. It is 
apparent that no sort of proof of the nature in ques- 
tion has been adduced by him. He has contented 
himself with filing four exhibits, which are irrelevant 
to the transaction in issue, and produced no witnesses. 
The judgment of the Privy Council, above referred to, 
enables the Court to meet another plea that has been 
taken in behalf of the Plaintiff; namely, that admit- 
ting the obligation incurred by Lutckmedavamah to 
have been of a character whereby the estate could be 
• charged, the resources of the estate were sa ample 
that it could only have, been by dissipating them that 
she could have f^dlen under any necessity to incur 
debt, and that, consequently, the estate cannot be 
charged with such debt. The Court have already 
observed that the liability for Peishcush, to meet which 
the obligation in question was in part, and presumedly 
in chief part, incurred, was one of a nature so urgent, 
that when it arose, had it not been met, the estate 
would have been sold and lost to. all interested in it. 
To pronounce the estate when thus redeemed from 
risk not liable for the money advanced for its redemp- 
tion would, under any circumstances, in the opinion 
of the Court, be unjust, and the prevalence of such a 
principle would, it may be remarked, jeopardize every 
estate incurring similar risk; but, in the judgment of 
the Privy Council adverted to, it is laid down that a 
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creditor is ordinarily not to be prejudiced by the pro- 
-ivious waste, which may have led to the necessity 
which he relieves — ‘Where,’ their Lordships observe, 
‘the charge is one that a prudent owner would make, 
in order to benefit the estate, the bona fide lender is 
not affected by the precedent luismanagement of the 
estate. The actual pressure on the estate, the danger 
, to be averted, or the benefit to be conferred upon it, 
in the particular instance, is the thing to be regarded.’ 
Iluuoomanpersaud Panday v.Mussiimat BahooeeMunraj 
Koonweree (6 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 423). Upon 
every ground above taken, the Court resolve, in re- 
versal of the decree below, to dismiss the suit with 
costs; — first, because the law of escheat does not give 
the Plaintiff the power to question the assignment 
objected to; secondly, because the Plaintiff acquiesced 
in this assignment when made; thirdly, because the 
burden of showing cause against the assignment rested 
upon the Plaintiff, had he been in a position to chal- 
lenge the same, and no such cause has been shown by 
him, or even alleged.” 

• 

Prom this judgment the Collector of Masulipatain 
again appealed. 

Mr. Fortiylh, Q.C., and Mr. W, IL Melvill fof 
the Appellant. 

By the former judgment of this Tribunal the right 
of the Government to tlie Zemindary in question to 
take by escheat was established, unless it had been 
absolutely, or to the extent of a valid and subsisting 
charge, been defeated by the acts of the widow, 
Lutchmedavamah, in her lifetime. No such valid act.s 
have been established in evidence. The case must be 
considered under two heads. First, the power of the 

O 0 


THE 

COLLECTOR 

OF 

Masuli- 

. , J»ATAM 

V. 

Cavaly 

Vencata 

NARRAlNA- 

PAH. 



540 


CASES IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL 


1861 . widow bv the Hindoo law, to alienate as she has 

THE done, and, secondly, whether the acts of the Col- 

coLLEcioR j^^tQr affect the rights of the Government. 


PATAM Upon the first point we insist, that she had no power 
cavalv to dispose of or mortgage the Zemindary, or do any act 
VENCATA charging the Zemindary, except to raise money for cer- 

^AHRAINA* 

PAH. tain necessary purposes as defined by the Hindoo law. 
A widow has not an absolute proprietary right in her 
husband property, nor can she in strictness even be 
called tenant for life. W. H. Macnaghten, “Hindu 
Law,” Vol. I. pp. 19, 20. No such purposes as allow 
her to charge the Zemindary were proved to exist in 
the present case. It has not been establis.hed th£^t 
the advances were to pay the husband *s debts or 
the Government revenue. The Respondent has been 
challenged to sustain such a case, but he failed to do so. 
The restrictions upon her alienation are defined in the 
Mitascharaj ch. I. sec. i. art. 20. Colehrooke^s Dig,, 
Vol. III. pp. 457-8, 467. [Sir Lawrence Peel referred 
to the case of H^tnoomanpersand Panday v. Mussimiat 
Babooee Mtmraj Koonweree{a).] That was the case of 
a manager acting for an infant heir. The authorities 
are collected in Morley's Dig. Vol. I. tit. “Inheri- 
tance,” p. 311; /b*. Vol. II, pp. 110, 111, 131. Steele's 
‘^Law and custom of Hindoo Castes,” pp. 42, 69. 
Strange' “Manual of Hindu Law,” pp. 29, 30 [edit. 
1856]. Madras Appeal suits, p. 453. Bengal Decisions 
of 1859, p. 567, KeeriU Sing v. Koolalnil Sing ( 6 ). 

Secondly. It was established that the Government, 


through the then Collector, and through the Board 
of Revenue, expressly refused to allow Lutchmeda^ 
vamah to dispose of the Zemindary, and such refusal 


(a) G Moore's Ind. App. Cases, 393. 
(&) 2 Moore’s lud. App. Cases, 334. 
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was never actually or constructively *vithdrawn. 
Even admitting that there was a valid charge on the 
estate, as the Government never consented to the 
creation of the charge, they are not bound by the 
act of the Collector. His advice to her related to 
her life interest. How can the Respondent’s interest 
be damaged, as her life interest only could have been 
sold under the decree? But as the Government were 
not parties to the suit in 1838, the acts of the then 
Collector, in 1841, as respects the enforcement of the 
decree made in such suit, were not sucli as to affect 
or waive the rights of the Government. [Sir Lau- 
rence Peel’. It does not appear that the Collector 
knew that there was a failure of heirs.] There has 
been a miscarriage. The Sudder Court ought, in 
conformity with the direction of this Court when the 
first appeal was before them, to have called for evi- 
dence to show the nature of the advances alleged to 
have been made to the widow, and the necessity for 
the same. 
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Sir Hugh Cairns, Q.C., Mr. Ayrton, and Mr. 

Norton for the Respondent. 

It must be taken as a fact that in the years 1830 
and 1831 the Government were aware of their rights 
as escheators, and the Government should then have 
repudiated the proposed compromise by the widow 
and her creditor; but, on the contrary, Government 
by the Collector proposed and acquiesced in the 
Razeenamah, and they are, thei-efore, bound by his 
acts, Sumbhoolall Girdhurlall v. The Collector of 
Surat (a). In such circumstances the rights of the 
Respondent, under the decree of 1838, and the sub- 


(a) 8 Moore’s Ind. App. Cases, 1. 

0 0 2 
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sequent Raseenamah and Order made in that suit, 
could not be questioned by the Government claiming 
title by escheat. Again, the suit now under appeal 
was not instituted, nor was any evidence adduced by 
the Appellant, to impeach the bona fides of the decree 

a 

of 1838, and the Razeenamah. Assuming, there- 
fore, that the consent of Government to the aliena- 
tion by the widow, in the absence of heirs,, was neces- 
sary, that consent has in point of fact been given in a 


form Avhich cannot afterwards be retracted, and that 
is one of the grounds which the t'f^urt has decided 
in the Respondent ’s favour. 


The question whether the widow could by her own 
al)solute authority alienate without the consent of the 
Crown, taking by escheat, was left open by the 
judgment of your Lordships. Now, the first prin- 
ciple of Hindoo law is, that the property is sup- 
posed to belong to the family and held by one 
of the family for the benefit of the other members 
of that family, and that law, as to descent of im- 
moveable property, is, that it descends from faflior 
to son. The widow takes no, estate if there is a 
son. There is nothing like a life estate known by 
that law, and,- therefore, it is reasoning by false 
analogy to compare an estate for life by the English 

law with a Hindoo widow’s rights, which error arose 

• • 

from the earlier English Judges using that phrase 
with respect to the widow’s estate. The system of 
restriction of alienation does not apply to widows 
only, it applies to all holders of propert3^ If ^ father 
has no son, he can alienate by deed ; but if he has male 
heirs, he cannot without their consent. Neither can 
he, if he has daughters, deprive them of their right 
to maintenance, . which, like the widow, is chargeable 
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on the property. By the Hindoo law the whole 
estate descends upon the widow as heir, in the 
absence of sons, although her power of alienation is 
restricted where there are heirs. If there are no 
heirs she can absolutely dispose of the estate. The 
Mitaschara, ch. II. see. i. art. 39. In Sihhoo Singh 
V. Pirthee Singh (a), the validity of such an alienation 
was upheld. All that the authorities cited by the 
Appellant, upon this branch of the case affirm, is 
this, that where there are heirs, alienation by the 
widow cannot be made ^vithout their consent. In the 
present ease there are no heirs, and she has, there- 
fore, an absolute power of alienation. 
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Lastly, we insist that there is sufficient proof of 
the advances made to the widow mentioned in the 
Razeenamah, and it would operate inequitabl}' if the 
Respondent is after this distance of time to prove the 
advances made for the purposes of the Zemindary. 
It cannot be questioned after the decision of this 
Tribunal that a manager has power to charge this 
Zemindary, to preserve the estate, HunoomaJipersand 
Panday v. Mussamat Bahooee Munraj Koonweree (5), 
and .so by a widow, Chetty Colum Comara Ven- 
catachella Reddyer v. Rajah Rungasawmy Jyengar 
Bahadoor (c). If the Crown is heir, it could not be 
as a member of the family; and the title accrued 
when the husband died, not the widow; and, as the 
Collector advised the widow to execute the Razee- 
natnahf it cannot now avoid the transaction. In Bur- 
gess V. Wheale (d), it was held that the Crown coming 
in by escheat cannot avoid a transaction which the 
heir claiming by right of inheritance has done. 

(fl) 10 S. D. R., N. W. P. 420. (b) 6 Moorr’s Tnd. App. Cnsos, 293 . 

(c) 8 Moore*s Tpd. App. Cases, rtlf). (rf) 1 Sir W. Black., 123 , 
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1861. Mr. Forysth, Q.C., replied. 

COLLECTOR Their Lordships’ judgment was pronounced by 

OF 

masuli- The Lord Justice Turner. 

VATAU 

cavaly This cause has come before their Lordships on 
nSaina- second time. They regret to find that 

PAH. without the means of satisfactorily 

determining the long litigation between the parties. 

The ZemUidary which is the subject of the suit 
was claimed by the Appellant on behalf of the Go- 
vernment of Madras, as an escheat to which the 
Crown became entitled on the death of the widow of 
the last male Zemindar, of whom there were no heirs 
in remainder to the widow; and he claimed to have 
it free and discharged from all incumbrances with 
which it had been charged by the widow during her 
enjoyment of it. 

The Kespondeiit disputed the right of the Crown 
to take the particular property by escheat in any cir^ 
cumstances; and insisted that, even if that right 
existed, he had a title to the Zemindary paramount 
to that of the Crown by virtue of a Razeenamah 
executed in his favour by the widow in her lifetime. 
His case as to this was, that his father had made 
advances to the widow for some of the purposes 
which, under the Hindoo law, justify the alienation 
by a widow of immoveable property inherited from 
her husband, and had obtained a decree for the 
amount of the debt; that after his father’s death he 
had taken out execution on that decree, and that to 
stay his execution the Razeenamah had been executed. 
He further contended that this had been done with 
the sanction and under the advice of the then Col- 
lector of the District, and that the Government was 
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estopped from disputing the transaction, if it could 
otherwise have done so, by the conduct of its officer. 

The Eazeenamah was in the nature of an agree- 
ment for the payment of the judgment debt by in- 
stalments, with stipulations that if default were made 
in the payment of any instalment, the whole sum 
should become due, and that the judgment creditor 
should be put into possession of twelve out of the 
fourteen villages comprising the Zeniindarij (which 
were to be impledged to him), and should, on her 
death, take possession of the two other villages, and 
hold the whole Zemindary as his absolute estate. 
No instalment was paid by the widow, nor yet was 
possession taken under the Razeenamah in her life- 
time. The Respondent, however, alleged that it was 
by reason of an order of the Sudder C'ourt, suspend- 
ing the execution of the Razeenamah, in consequence 
of proceedings in another suit, that he failed to get 
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possession. 


It follows from this statement that the questions to 
be determined in the cause were, whether the Crown 
had any title by escheat to the lands ; and if so, 
whether that title had been defeated, either abso- 
lutely or to the extent of any subsisting charge, by 
the acts of the widow in her lifetime. The latter 
question involved the consideration of the powers of 
a Hindoo female taking her husband V estate by 
inheritance, and whether the ti*ansaction relied upon 
by the Re.spondent was an act done hona fide in the 
exercise of her powers, or a mere colourable contriv- 
ance for transferring the property to the Respondent 
in spite of her disabilities. 

In the judgment of the Sudder Adawhit, which 
was the subject of the first appeal, the Court liad 
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dealt with the first of these questions only. It held 
that the property having belonged to a Brahminical 
family the Crown had no right to take it by escheat, 
though on the clearest failure of heirs; and there-, 
fore dismissed the suit on that ground, without 
adjudicating upon the other questions raised in it. 

Upon the appeal, however, the whole case was 

. argued. Their Lordships came 
to the conclusion that the judgment of the Sudder 
Adawhvt was erroneous; that the Crown was entitled 


to take the property of a Brahmin, as of any other 
Hindoo subject dying ^vithout heirs; and that, the 
question whether such property would be subject, in 
the hands of the Crown, to any trust in favour of 
Brahmins, that would be capable of enforcement, was 
one which could not be determined in that suit. 
After stating their reasons for this conclusion, their 
Lordships' judgment proceeded thus:— ‘‘Their. Uord- 
. ships’ opinion is in favour of the general right of the 
Crown to take by escheat the land of a Hindoo sub- 
. ject, though a Brahmin, dying without heirs; and 
they think that the claim of the Appellant to the 
Zemindary \\\ question (subject or not subject to a 
trust) ought to prevail, unless if has been absolutely, 
or to the extent of a valid and subsisting charge, 
defeated by the acts of the widow in her lifetime. 
In the latter case the Government will, of course, be 
entitled to the property subject to the charge. It 
follows that the decree of the Sudder Adawlut cannot 
stand. The manner in which it ought to be varied 
depends upon the decision of the questions which have, 
been raised touching the acts of Lutchmedavamoh in 
her lifetime. On none of these has the Sudder Adawlid 
adjudicated. On soipe of them, as, for instance, the 
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effect of the Collector’s act in 1841, it is peculiarly 

0 • 

desirable to have the judgment of that Court. Again, 
it appears to their Lordships very doubtful whether 
the present record affords the materials requisite for 
the satisfactory decision of some of those questions. 
There is little, if any, legal evidence of the nature of 
the advances made to the widow, or of the necessity 
for them. It may also be material to know what was 
the nature, and what the effect of the proceedings by 
which the execution of the Razeenamah was sus- 
pended. In these circumstances, their Lordships do 
not feel that they can safely do more than remit the 
appeal to the Sudder Adaivlnt for further hearing, 
with a declaration that the general right of the 
Government by escheat (subject or not subject to a 
trust) has been established.” 

Their Lordships also suggested to the parties the 
expediency of comprorai.sing the suit upon some sucli 

terms as the surrender of the Zemindary to Govern- 

/ 

ment upon payment of what might be due to tlie 
Respondent for the advances really made. 

Upon the recommendation of their Lordsliips an 
Order was made by Her Majesty in C’ouncil, in July, 
i860, pursuant to their judgment, and remitting the 
cause to the Sudder Adaivlnt. 

The case went back to Madras^ and was re-heard 
by the. Sudder Adaivlnt there. In the judgment pro- 
aounced on the 22nd of October, 1860, the Judges 
stated that they, had ascertained that botli parties 
having failed to come to an agreement, wished the 
suit to proceed. They further stated that they had 
not found it necessary towards their pronouncing 
upon the merits of the suit, to call for the additional 
evidence which their Lordships had indicated as appa- 
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rently requisite. They accordingly proceeded to deal 
The with the merits of the suit in the following way:- — 
OF Admitting the right of the Crown to take by escheat 
^ATAM property of which the last owner died without Heirs, 
cavalv where there had been an assignment 

owner, though a female, the Crown could not 
PAH. take the place of an heir to challenge her power to 
make that assignment. They, therefore, decided that 
the suit, having been brought upon the erroneous 
assumption that the Crown had the power to chal- 
lenge and defeat the act of the last incumbent, should 
be dismissed. 

They next decided that, even if the Crown had the 
light contended for, it was estopped from asserting it 
by the acts of the Collector, and the sanction given 
by him to the Razeenamah of 1841. 

They, lastly, decided that, even if the Crown could 
now challenge the alienation in question, the plaint 
had not been properly framed for that purpose. 

It is with the appeal against this judgment that 
their Lordships have now to deal. 

It has been argued for the Appellant tHat in 
ruling the first and third of these points the Court 
below has exceeded its powers, inasmuch as if has 
come to conclusions inconsistent with those expressed 
in or implied by Her Majesty’s Order of July, I860. 
In their Lordships’ opinion, this objection is well 
founded. The Order of I860, which, after argument 
liere, recommended, if it did not enjoin, the Court 
below to take additional evidence on the question 
whether the acts of the widow in her lifetime were 
valid against the Crown, must be taken to assume 
that the question was one fairly open to the partieg 
upon the pleadings. 
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Again, the declaration that the general right of 
the Crown to take the property by escheat ought to 
prevail, unless it had been defeated by the acts of the 
widow in her lifetime, when followed by the direction 
to adjudicate upon those acts, seems to imply a decision 
that the Crown had established its right to maintain a 
suit of this nature. 
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The first conclusion of the Suddar Adawlut, how- 
ever, involves a question of substance — an important 
question of law; and if their Lordships were satisfied 
that it was well founded, they would be disposed to 
prevent its being met by the objection, in some degree 
formal, of its inconsistency with the Order of Her 
Majesty, by taking measures to procure the variation 
of that Order. They, therefore, proceed to consider 
first whether the conclusion is, in fact, correct. 

The principal argument in support of it, which has 
been very ably put by the learned Counsel for the 
Kespondent, is that on the death of a Hindoo owner 
of an undivided estate without preferable heirs, the 
whole inheritance descends to and vests in his 
widow; and that, althougli it be true that her power 
of disposition over it is qualified, and only valid 
against the heirs next in succession when exercised 
for certain purposes, or with their consent, yet it 
there be no such heirs it becomes absolute or, at all 
events, its exercise at lier free will can be questioned 
by nobody. Her power of disijosition was likened 
to that of the male owner of an undivided estate in 
that part of India in which the general Hindoo law 
obtains without qualification: he can dispose of that 
as he will if he has no adult sons, but if there be such 
Bone their consent is necessary to render his disposi- 
tii6n' valid. The only difference between the two 
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cases was said to be that in the one the right oi' 
the oljjectioii was confined to sons or other direct descend- 

COLLECTOK • 

oj.. ants, in tlie other it was possessed by all collaterals 

“pat"am' capable ol' inheriting to the deceased husband of the 
widow. 

VENCATA 

NARRAINA- I. • il 1 

PAH. it was justly ol)served in t’ne course of the argu- 
ment, witli reference to tliose authorities which speak 
of tile widow’s interest as a life estate, that great con- 
fusion arises from applying analogies derived from 
die English law of real property to the Hindoo law of 
inheritance; and that when so applied the terms by 
which we describe estates in land under the English 
law are more likely to mislead than to direct the 
.judgment aright. It may, however, be doubted 
whether the argument on behalf of the Respondent 
does m.-t really require some such process of reason- 
ing to support it. The Hindoo widow, it was 
urged, has an estate of inheritance, not a life estate; 
ihe original estate, it is said, devolves on her in a 
course of succes.sion derived from the husband, who 
liad m him an estate of inheritance, which she takes 
heir.. Yet what is this, in effect, but to apply the 

b^nglish law regulating the descent of lands in fee 
Simple Irom ancestor to heir? 


It IS clear that under the Hindoo law the widow, 

though she takes as heir, takes a special and qualified 

estate. Compared with any estate that passes under 

the English law by inheritance, it is an anonialmis 

estate. It is a qualified proprietorship, and it is 

only by the principles of the Hindoo law that the 

extent and nature of the qualification can be deter- 
mined. 

\ 

It IS admitted, on all hands, that if there be colla- 
loral heirs of the husband, the widow cannot of her 
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own will alien -the property except i'or special pur- 
poses. For religious or charitable purposes, or those 
which are supposed to conduce to the spiritual wellarc 
of her husband, she has a larger power of disposition 
■than that which she possesses for purely worldly pur- 
poses. To support an alienation for the last she 
must show necessity. On the other hand, it may be 
taken as established that an alienation by her which 
-would not otherwise be legitimate, may become so if 
made with the consent of her husband’s kindred. 
But it surely is not the necessary or logical conse- 
quence of this latter ijroposition that in the absence 
of collateral heirs to the husband, or on their failure, 
the fetter on the widow’s power of alienathui alto- 
gether drops. The exception in favour of alienation 
with consent may be due to a presumption ol law 
that where that consent is given the purpose for wiiiclj 
the alienation is made must be proper. 


Nor does it appear to their Lordships that the con- 
struction of Hindoo law which is now contended ior, 
can be put upon the principle of ^^^cesaarde ratiune 
cessat et ipsa lex.’’ It is not merely for the protea- 
tion of the material interests of her husband’s rela- 


tions that the fetter on the widow’s power is imposed. 
Numberless authorities, from Mena downwards, may 
be cited to show that, according to the principles of 
Hindoo, law, the proi^er state of every woman is one 
of tutelage; that they always require protection and 
Are never fit for independence. Sir Thomas Strange. 
.(See Strange on “Hindu Law,” Vol. 1. p. 242) cites 
Hie authority of for the proposition that, if a 

woman have no other controller or protector, the 
King should control or protect her. Again, all the 
■authorities concur in showing that, according to the 
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iS6f. principles ol‘ Hindoo law, the life of a widow is to be 
The one of ascetic privation (2 Colehrooke’s Dig,, 459.) 
co^OF^i^^ Hence, probably, ii gave her a power of disposition 
’1 >at"am^ which is denied to her for other, pur- 

cavalv These principles do not seem to be con* 

vencat\ sistent with the doctrine that, on the failure of heirs, 

NaRRAINA- -11 , , ’ 

PAH. a widow becomes completely emancipated; perfectly 
uncontrolled in the disposal of her property; and 
free to squander her inherited wealth for the pur- 
poses of selfish enjoyment. 

Their Lordships cannot but think that, if the con- 
sequences of the failure of heirs of the husband were 
sucli as they are now argued to be, there would be 
some decisions on a case so likely to have happened 
before; or, at all events, that there would be some 
trace of so startling an exception to the general rule 
of Hindoo Law touching females taking by succession 
the property of males, in the ancient text-writers and 
commentators. The proposition, however, rests upon 
the argument founded on the nature of the Hindoo 
female’s estate, as an estate of inheritance; upon a 
passage from a modern treatise by Strange, for which 
no authority is cited; and upon the opinion of the 
Pundits. The first, for the reasons already given, 
their Lordships consider unsatisfactory. The second 
cannot be treated as more than an opinion, though an 
opinion deserving of respect and attention. Upon 
the last, their' Lordships can but repeat an observation 
made by them in the late case, Myna Boyee v. Oottaram, 
ante, p. 422, to the following effect: — Where an opi- 
nion apparently discordant from works of current and 
established authority is delivered by Pundits, it must 
not be taken on their authority to be a correct expo; 
sition of the law. They should be questioned further 
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as to authorities, usage, and generally-received opi- 
nions. Such an inquiry iiiiglit produce a conviction 
that the Pundits on a new case delivered rather their 
own notions of expedient law, as law, than delivered 
it on the force of the opinions of any writers or au- 
thoritative expounders of the Hindoo Law. 

Their Lordships are of opinion that the restrictions 
on a Hindoo Widow’s power of alienation are inse- 
parable from her estate, and that their existence does 
not depend on that of heirs capable of taking on her 
death. It follows that if, for want of heirs, the right 
to the property, so far as it has not been lawfully 
disposed of by her, passes to the Crowm, the Crown 
must have the same power which an heir would have 
of protecting its interests by impeaching any unau- 
thorized alienation by the widow. 
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Their Lordships, therefore, dissent from the first 
ground on which, by the judgment under appeal, 
the Sudder Adaivlnt has dismissed the Appellant’s 
suit. 


The next consideration is, whether the Sudder 
Adawliit was right in holding that the Crown is 
estopped by the act of the former Collector, Mr. 
Grant, from disputing the title asserted by the Re- 
spondent under the Razeenamah. In their Lordships* 
opinion the principles of estoppel do not support this 
contention. On every reasonable presumption the 
facts relating to the creation of the original debt were 
known to the Respondent, or to the original Plaintiff 
in the suit whose judgment he was enforcing. The 
Collector would have no necessary knowledge on the 
subject; nor is he proved to liave had actual know- 
ledge. His advice to the widow, to the effect that 
unless she made an arrangement with the creditor, 
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the estate (which, the sale being an execution sale, 
must be taken to mean her right, title, and interest 
in tlie estate) would be sold, is not a statement at 
variance with the true state of things. The Razee- 
namah into which she entered, might, for aught that 
appeared, be satisfied by payment of the instalments 
in her lifetime. Again, the acts of a Government 
officer bind the Government only when he is acting 
in the discharge of a certain duty within the limits of 
his authority, or, if he exceed that authority, when 
the Government in fact, or in law, directly, or by im- 
plication, ratifies the excess. The Collector in this 
case had certainly no autliority to waive the rights to 
which Government might become entitled by the 
escheat ; nor were his acts, when fairly viewed cal- 
culated to give rise to the supposition that he had 
such an authoritv. 


Their Lordships have already indicated their opi- 
nion that it is too late to assert, if it could ever have 
been successfully asserted, that it is not open to the 
Appellant on these pleadings to question the validity 
of the widow’s alienation against the Crown. The 
reasoning of the Sudder Adawlut on this point seems 
to their Lordships to involve some misconception of 
the effect of the decree under which the Respondent 
claims. As regards the Appellant that decree is res 
inter alios acta. He is, therefore, in a very different 
position from one who, coming into Court to get rid 
of a decree binding upon him, has to allege and prove 
that it was fraudulently or collusively obtained, dr is 
open to some other definite objection. 

Again, though particular circumstances may shift 
the burthen of proof, the general rule certainly is, 
that it lies upon those who claim under an alienation 
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from a Hindoo female to show that the transaction 
was within her limited powers. 

Their Lordships continue to think, that tlie evidence 
before them is not such as to admit of a satisfactory 
decision of the question whether the Razeenamah does 
to any and what extent constitute a charge on the 
Zemindary as against the Crown, and that there ought 
to be a further trial of that issue. Under the former 
Order ^f Her Maesty, the Sxidder Dewanny Admvlut 
should have given to each party, if so disposed, an 
opportunity of adducing further evidence. It does 
not appear to have done this, but to have acted on 
its own impression that no further evidence was 
necessary. Such at least is their Lordships' under- 
standing of the preliminary statements in the judg- 
ment under appeal. 

In these circumstances their Lordships propose 
humbly to recommend to Her Majesty that the pre- 
sent appeal be allowed; that it ))e declared that tiie 
Crown, taking by escheat, has the same right to im- 
peach the alienation by the wndow which the next 
heirs of the husband (if such there had been) would 
have had, and is not estopped from asserting that 
right by the acts of the Collector in 1841; that the 
Crown is not bound by the decree; and that the 
widow was not entitled to alienate without the con- 
sent of the Crown, except in .so far as she could have 
alienated without the consent of the next heirs of the 
husband, if such there had been, but that the Re- 
spondent is, at all events, entitled to a charge upon 
the estate, and to be paid and satisfied thereout, the 
full amount of all such of the advances, if any, made 
by the Respondent’s father to the widow as were 
made for purposes for which, according to the Hindoo 
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law, she would have been entitled to alienate the 
estate, as against the next heirs of her husband, if 
such there had been, in so far as she had not other 
estate of her liusband to answer such purposes, and 
that the cause be remitted to the Sudder Adawlut to 
inquire whether, having regard to the declarations 
aforesaid, the right of the Crown was absolutely de- 
feated by the Razeenamah, and if not to inquire what 
advances, if any, were made by the Respondent’s 
father to the widow, and whether all or any, and 
which, of such advances, and to what amount, were 
made for purposes for which, according to the Hindoo 
law, the widow would have been entitled to alienate 
the estate as against the next heirs of her husband, 
if such there had been, and whether the widow had, 
when such advances were respectively iiiade, other 
estates of her husband sufficient to answer such pur- 
poses; and the parties respectively are to be at liberty 
to adduce further evidence touching the matters 
aforesaid, or any of them, as they may be advised, 
and the Sudder Court is to proceed in the cause 
according to the result of the said inquiries. 


AN 


INDEX 

TO THE 

PRINCIPAL MAl'TERS 

CONTAINED IN THIS VOLUME. 



ACQUIESCENCE. 

See “ New tbial. 

ACTION. 

I. In tlie case of damage occasioned 
by a wrongful act, though sucli as 
the law esteems an injury, malice 
is not a necessary ingredient to the 
maintenance of an action. 

It is essential to an action in tort that 
the act complained of should be 
legally wrongful as regards the 
party complaining, i.e. it must pre- 
judicially affect him in some legal 
right. The fact that it will, how- 
ever directly, do him harm in his 
interests is not enough. 

An order issued by the Superin- 
tendent of Marine, in bis official 
capacity, to the Bengal Pilot ser- 
vice, employed by the East India 
Company pn the Hooghly Biver, 

p p 2 


prohibiting them from allowing a 
particular steam-tug to take any 
ship in tow of which such Pilots 
should have such pilotage charge, 
made in consequence of what the 
Superintendent deemed an exorbi- 
tant demand on the part of the 
owner of the steam-tug, whereby 
such owner was deprived for a time 
of the profits of being employed by 
tlic pilots in charge of ships going 
up or down the river Hooghly, in 
the absence of malice, alleged or 
to be inferred, is not such a wrong 
as would sustain an action by the 
owner of the tug against the Super- 
intendent of Marine, the officer of 
the Government, issuing such 
order. 

Upon appeal, the judgment of the 
Supreme Court at Calcutta, main- 
taining the action, reversed, on 
the grouud, that the Government 
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ha<] tlie same rights as a private 
ijidividiml in declining to employ 
the tug if the charges were too 
high. [Rogers v. Rajendro Dutt] 

103 

2. K. being in urgent want of money 

entered into an agreement in 

writing with acting as the 

agent of F., for a)i advance of 

Rb. 19,000. The agreement fo- 

cited that N. had undortaken to 

procure this amount from F., on 

Ilia return, he being then absent 

from the place where the agreement 

was executed, and K. pronriaed, in 

consideration of the loan, to grant 

iV. a lease of his Zemindary, and 

it was provided that E. should, on 

F.’a arrival, execute a regular deed. 

N. could only accommodate E. with 

a part of the proposed loan, and as 

the matter was urgent, and F.*a 

return was expected to be wthiu a 

few days, it was verbally agreed, 

that the remaining portion of the 

loan should be advanced within 

eight days. F. did not return till 

nineteen days after, when he was 

willing to make the advance re- 
* 

quiredj but in the interim, and 

■ after fifteen days from the date 
of the agreement, E., from pres- 
sure for money had been obliged 
to get the advance from another 
party, and had, thereupon, granted 
him a lease of his Zemindary. N. 
then brought a suit for specific 
performance of the agreement. He 
afterwards died, when his heir as- 
signed JV.’s interest under the 
agreement to F,, who thereupon 


brought an action against E. for 
breath of contract. The Civil 
Court awarded damages for the 
breaeli, but, upon appeal, the 
Sudder Court dismissed the suit, 
ou the ground that the assignment 
by N.’s heir to F. was void for 
champerty. 

Held: that as AT. was only the agent 
of F., the party really interested 
in the performance of the agree- 
nioiit, the assignment by bis heir 

1 of Ilia interest under the agree- 
ment, for the purpose of enabling 
F. to bring the suit, was not 
champerty or maintenance, as it 
was wholly unnecessary, as F. was 
suing in respect of his own interest 
for a breach of contract. 

Held further, that as the agreement 
to grant the lease was incomplete 
in itself, and conditional upon the 
advance by F. within eight days, a 
delay of nijieteen days, in the cir- 
cumstances « f the want of money 
by A*, to meet his pressing de- 
mands, was an unreasonable delay, 
which defeated the object of the 
loan, and avoided the agreement to 
grant the lease. [Fischer v. Ea- 
■mala Xalckcr] ■ . . . yjQ 

3. If a co-partnership business is 
carried on in different countries, 
the place where the books are kept, 
the balance struck, and payment 
of the balance due, is the place 
where the action is to be brought. 
[Lvekmee Chuiid v. Zorawur Mull] 

. . 291 

See “Ejectment.'* 
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ADOPTION. 

An adoption said to have been made 
by a Hindoo wido^ in compliance 
with a power given her by an 
Vnoomuth Fuitro, alleged to have 
been executed by her deceased hus- 
band, which adoption did not take 
place until seventeen years after 
his death, decreed by the Courts 
in India as unfounded in fact, and 
the deed a forgery. Such finding 
sustained on appeal by the Privy j 
Council. [Chund&rmonee Debia i 
Chowdhoorayn v. Munmoheenee 
Vehia] 477 

AGREEMENT, 

For lease of a Zeinindary. 

See “ Action, 2. 

-to compromise. 

Sec “ Compromise,** 2. 

Family arrangement.’* 

“ Hindoo Law,” 4. 

” Limitation or suits,” 3. 

ALIENATION. 

1. Tora Gafae ; an annual fixed 
money payment in the nature of 
black mail, is alienable, and subject 
to sale or mortgage like other pro- 
perty. [Sumbhoolail Girdhurlall v. 
The Collector of Suraf] • - - 1 

See ” Tenure,” I. 

“ Widow,*’ 3. 


2. Restriction of power of disposition 
of Testator by Hindoo Law. [So- 
natun Bi/sach v. Sreemutty Juggut- 
SQondree Doasee] .... 66 

See *'WiLL,” 1. 

AMENDMENT 

Of certificate of points I’ecorded by 
the Court, ut issue in suit. 

See ** Points recorded by the 
Court,” J, 3, 

ANCESTRAL PROPERTY, 

Held not to be confined to such pro- 
perty as the father had derived 
from his ancestors, but included 
‘‘paternal property,” or such as 
liad been aeguired by the father by 
whatever title, and was possessed 
by him at the time of his decease. 
[Sajmohun Gossain v. Gourmohun 
Goeaain] 

APPEAL. 

1. From the Judicial Commissioner 
of Oude allowed under Statute, 3rd 
& Ath Will. IV., e. 41, sec. 4. 
[Salik Ram v. Aziin All Beg, 270. 
Noivab Tajdur Bohoo v. Mirza J«- 

274 

2. If both parties are dissatisfied 
with a decree of the Court below, 
a cross appeal is necessary. 

An appeal was brought from part of 
a decree. At the hearing, held. 
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that although the whole decree was 
not open to the Respondents, who 
had not appealed, yet, in the cir- 
cumstances, leave to present a 
cross appeal ought to be permitted. 
The Appellants having waived, the 

I 

formality of lodging a cross appeal, 
the appeal was heard from the 

whole decree. Boyee v. 

% 

Ooturuni] 400 

3. A cross appeal from a decree of the 
Sunder Vewanny Court in India, 
although not interposed within the 
proper time, adrnitted upon con- 
ditions, (1) of the principal appeal 
being prosecuted; and (2) that the 
principal and cross appeal be heard 
. on one printed case. [Omanath 
Chowdry v.Shexkh Nujeeb Chowdry] 

498 

APPEALABLE VALUE. 

1. In an action, the Court at Cal- 
cutta gave damages, the amount of 
which was under the appealable 
value prescribed by the Calcutta 

. Charter. As an important point of 
law wasL involved, special leave to 
appeal was, upon petition, granted. 
{Rogers v. Rajendro Dutt] * 103 

2. Principles upon which the Courts 

* * ^ 

in India are to estimate the appeal- 
able value, Ra. 10,000, prescribed 
by the Order in Council of the 10th 
of April, 1838. 

By a decree of the Sv4der Court the 
principal sum decreed was under 


Rs. 10,000, but the Court also 
decreed interest. Held, that in 
calculating the appealable value 
interest was to be added to the 
principal. [Maharajah Suttee- 
schunder v. Guneschunderl - 164 

3. An estate the subject of the suit was 
charged with a fi.xed annual quit- 
rent of Rs. 64, which the Sudder 
Court decreed with a declaration of 
the right of the Plaintiff to an en- 
hanced rent of Rs. 822 13a. Held 
that the value of the subject-matter 
in suit, in the circumstances, ought 
to he estimated as amounting to 
Rs. 10,000, and, upon special peti- 
tion, leave to appeal granted. 

Mutly Ranee Surnomoyee v. 
Maharajah Sutteeachunder Roy] 

165 

4. Mode of estimating the appealable 
value. Interest given by decree to 
be added to the principal. 

Whether interest subsequent to the 
date of the decree can be added, is 
a question for the discretion of the 
Judicial Committee. [Goorooper- 
sad Khoond v. Juggutchunder] 166 

5. By Ben. Reg. X. of 1829 the test 
of the value of the property in suit, 
is the selling or market value. 
[.Voftun Lall Sool'ul v. Behee Doss] 

193 

6. Costs of suit cannot be added to 
the principal sum and interest, in 
calculating the appealable value of 
Rs. 10,000, the amount restricted 
by the Order in Council of the 
loth of April, 1838,. [Doorga 
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Doss Choiodry v. Hamanauth 
Chowd.ry'\ 868 


7. Special leave to appeal given in a 
case involving a question of tenure 
service, called Chdkeeran, although 
the subject-matter in dispute Tvaa 
below the appealable value; there 
being many other suits depending 
on the decision of the case. [Joy- 
leissen MooJcerjea v. The Collector 
of East Burdwan'\ • - - 265 

8. Appeal admitted from the Sudder 

Court at Calcuiia, in a ease where 
the land sued for was laid in the 
plaint as under Es. 10,000 ; \ipon 
evidence stating the value of the 
property much to exceed that sum. 
[Gourmoney Debia v. Ehaja Abdool 
Gvnny] 268 

9. The sum involved was under the 
prescribed amount limited by the 
Order in Council of the 10th of 
April, 1838. Upon a special ap- 
plication, the fact appearing that 
the question involved the construc- 
tion of an Act of Parliament re-, 
spoctiiig the operation of the law 
of insolvent debtors in India, 
leave to appeal was granted. [Kera- 
koose V. Brooks^ .... 339 

See ** Practice/' 14. 

ARMENIAN CHRISTIANS. 

See ** Family arranoement." 

ASSIGNMENT 
Of right of action. 

See “ Action, " 2 . 

VIII_72. 


BENGAL REGULATIONS OF 
LIMITATIONS OP SUIT. 

III. of 1793, secs. 14 and 16. 

II. of 1805, sec. 2, cl. 2. 

See “ Limitation of suits." 


BENAMEE. 

See "Sale," 2. 

BEQUEST TO IDOL. 

See " Will," 1. 

BOND. 

1. By Hindoo widow and guardian 
of manor adopted son Quaere 
whether a charge on the Zemin- 
dary, [Chetty Colum Comoro 
Vcncatacbella Reddycr v. Rajah 
Ruugasawmy Streemunih Jyengar 
Bahadoorl 3 jg 

“• ^ manager and guardian, charg- 

ing estate under powers in a Will 
of a Hindoo Testator. [Golaub 
Koonwurree Bebee y. Eshan Chun- 
cler ChowfJkooree] ... 447 


CAVEAT EMPTOR, 
See " Tenure," 1. 
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CHAMPERTY AXD MAINTE- 
NANCE. 

By the English law. to mawitaiii an 
action for champerty or mainte- 
nance, it is necessary to establish 
that the transaction was against 
good policy and justice, or tending 
to promote imnecessary litigation. 
[FifU'h^'r V. Kamufn A’dieAcr] 170 

,sVc Action,” 2. 

CHARTER. 

See “ Appealaule valve/’ 1. 

COMPROMISE. 

1. In a Huffanamah, or deed of com- 
promise, of a suit between three 
sons, members of a Hindoo family, 
respecting the distribution of their 
father’s estate, it was stipulated, 
that all “ ancestral ” properly 
should be equally divided into 
four shares. Held, that the sense 
in winch the word ancestral ” 
was employed was not confined io 
such property as the father h.i'l 
derived from his ancestors, but in- 
cluded paternal ’ ’ property, or 
such as had been acquired by iJic 
father- by whatever title, and wis 
possessed by him at the time of 
his decease. 

A decree of an appellate Court in 
India, obtained after a compro- 
mise, held, in the circumstances, 
fraudulent, and set aside will- 


costa. [Rajnwhun Gossain v. 
Gourmohun Gofisain] • - • 91 

2. Pending the execution of decrees 
in suits between A., lessee, and 

B. , under-lessee, for the balance of 
rent, C. purchased B.’s interest in 
the under-lease. For the protec- 
tion of the property suits were 
then brought by C, against A. An 
ILrainamah, or agreement, was 
afterwards entered into by A. and 

C. , to put an end to the litigation. 
This agreement recited that C, 
was indebted to A. in a certain 
sum which C. agreed to pay, upon 
a remission by A. of part of his 
claim, by two instalments at speci- 
fied dates ; and the agreement 
then provided that, if default was 
made by C. in paying the instal- 
ments, then tliat the remitted 
money was to be held due to A. 
by C., and secured upon certain 
property comprised in the under- 
lease, as well as by making C. 
himself liable. No place was spe- 
cified, nor was there any custom 
established by the evidence, where 
the money was to be paid. The 
instalnicnts were paid, but not 
until some time after the days 
specified in the agreement. The 
money had been tendered to -J.’s 
ilookhtar, but refused by him 
from the fact of A. being absent, 
and also on the ground that in- 
terest was not tendered. A. after- 
wards brought an action against 
B. and C. to recover the sum re- 
mitted by the Ikrarnamah, on the 
ground that by the conditions of 
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that agreement, the instalments 
should have been punctually paid 
upon the specified days, which had 
not been done, nor had any legal 
tender been made. Held by the 
Judicial Committee (affirming the 
decree of the Sudder Dewanny 
Jdawlut), (1) that although A. had 
agreed to remit part of his de^ 
maud 01 ] condition of receiving 
payment on specified days, or in 
default that the remitted sum was 
to bo paid, yet that there was 
nothing in the agreement which 
made tlie payment of the instal- 
ments on the days fixed, the 
essence of the contract, and that 
the Judicial Committee would not 
apply the technicalities of the 
English law with respect to breach 
of contracts to such an agreement ; 
(2) that the penalty could not be 
enforced, as there was a bontt fide 
endeavour to pay the money on 
the specified days; and (.1) that the 
agreement was substantially per- 
formed by the payments, and that 
a strict legal tender w'as not neces- 
sary. \Ran\, Gopal Mookerjea v. 
Masseyk] 2 hq 


, CONCEALMENT. 
See Equitable Relief. 


CONDITION. 

» - - $«€ ** Voupwoutam/* 2 . 


CONSTRUCTION 

Of Act, No. XVI., of 1853. 

Sec “ Points recorded by the 

Court. * * 

— of agreement. 

See “ COMI'ROMISB,’* Z , 

of Will by a Hindoo. 

See ‘'WiLL,»' 1. 

of Ben. Reg. XLV., see. 12 

of 1793. 

Sec “ Sale/^ 1. 

CONTRACT. 

-See “ Hindoo Law,” 3. 

” Jurisdiction.** 

COPARCENERS. 

“ See Hindoo Law,** 4. 

COSTS. 

1. Decree appealed from reversed, 
with all the costs a purchaser 
had been put to in the proceedings 
in India and upon appeal. The 
costs of the execution creditor 
ordered to be paid by the pur- 
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I'liascr, and charged by lum in his 
costs against the Government. 

Girdhuriall v. The 
Colkctar of Surat] ... 1 

ft 

2. A decree of an appellate Court 

in India, obtained after a compro- 
mise, held, in the circumstances, 
fraudulent, and set aside, with 
costs. Gossain v. 

GnurMiohan Gossam] - - - 91 

3. Whore an appeal was affirmed 
upon wholly different grounds from 
those relied upon by the Court 
below, the dismissal was ordered 
to be without costs. [Fischer v. 
Kfunala Xaickcr] ■ • * 170 

4. In ordinary circumstances, an 

Order in Council obtained upon 
an cx-paiie petition, which omitted 
to state the true facts, will be dis- 
charged with costs; but if there 
has been laches in applying to dis- 
charge the Order on the part of 
the Eespondent, no costs will be 
given. [MohuH Lull Sookul v. 
Bebee Doss] 193 

5. Suit by Government to recover 
costs incurred by the East India 
Company in prosecuting, under 
Statute, 3rd & 4th Will. IV., c. 41, 
a dormant appeal. [The Govern- 
ment of Bengal v. Uussumat 5/iur- 
ruffuioonnissa] .... 225 

6. Costs of suit cannot be added to 
tlie principal sum and interest, in 
calculating the appealable value of 
Ra. 10,000, the amount restricted 


by the Order in Council of the 


10th of April, 1838. \Boorga 
Doss Chowdrg v. Eamunautft 
Cltoivdry] 262 


See “Practice,^’ 13. 

CROSS APPEAL. 

1. If botli parties are dissatisfied 
with a decree of the Court below, 
a cross appeal is necessary. 

An appeal was brought from part 
of u decree. At the hearing, held, 
that although the whole decree 
was not open to the Respondents, 
who had not appealed, yet, in the 
circumstances, leave to present a 
cross appeal ought to be permitted. 

The Appellants having waived the 
formality of lodging a cross appeal, 
the appeal w'as beard from the 
whole decree. [Myna Soyee v. 
Ootaram] 400 

2. A cross appeal from a decree of 
the Sadder Dewanny Court in 
India, although not interposed 
within the proper time, admitted, 
upon conditions (1), of the prin- 
cipal appeal being prosecuted ; 
and (2), that the principal and 
cross appeal be consolidated and 


heard on one printed case. [Oma- 
nafh Chowdry v. Sheikh ‘Nujeeb 
Choicdry] 498 


CROWN. 

Where the Crouni takes by escheat, 
the estate is subject to the same 
trusts and charges as previously 


INDEX. 


565 


affected it. [The Collector of 
Maeulipatam v. Cavaly Veneata 
^oftrainapah'] ... 50 O, 529 

See “ Escheat.'^ 

DEBTOR AND CREDITOR. 

See Insolvent.^* 
DECRETAL ORDER, 

Decreeing posacssion only. A sup- 
plemental order by a single Judge 
giviug WasiUit cauiiot be engrafted 
thereon. [Doorgapersaud Hoy 
Chowdry v. Tarapersaud Roy 
Chowdry] 308 

DISPOSSESSION. 

See Limitation of suits, 1. 

DIVISION 


Of income arising out of the Testa- 
tor's estate among the members of 
the family after the Testator's 
death held not to constitute a divi- 


sion of 
Bysack v. 
Dossee} 


the family. [Sonatun 
Sreemutty Juggutsoondree 
66 


See * * Will, ' ' 1. 


DIVORCE. 

u.; 

..j See Mahouedav Law," 2. 


EJECTMENT. 

A freehold interest cannot be created 
by parol or by an informal written 
instruinont. 

Disputes arose between the Indian 
Government and an adjacent pro- 
prietor, M. 6'., respecting a piece of 
alluvial land gained by accretion, 
of whicli M.S. was then in pos- 
session. The Indian Government 
required the land for public im- 
provements. After some corre- 
spondence between the Govern- 
ment and M.S., an agreement was 
entered into, by which M. S. under- 
took to relinquish all claim to the 
proprietary right, and to rent the 
land from the Government, upon 
condition of the latter allowing him 
to remain in possession until the 
projected public improvements ren- 
dered it necessary for him to vacate 
the land. Possessiou was given to 
Government, if.S. holding the 
land from the Government at a 
fixed rent, and undertaking to quit 
possession at a month's notice. 
Improvements in the neighbour- 
hood having been made by the 
Government, and M.S. being dead, 
notice to quit was served on M.S.*s 
representatives, who refused to • 
quit, on the ground that the im- 
provements wore not such pubUc 
improvements as were contem- 
plated by the correspondence and 
agreement. In ejectment by the 
Government, hold: 

I 

agreement, a mere tenant at will. 
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Second, that ejectment was main- 
tainable by the Government for 
recovery of the land, and that 
Af.S.’s representatives had no de- 
fence at law to the action. 

Judgment of the Supreme Court 
affirmed, without prejudice to such 
equitable rights as U. S. might 
have under the correspondence and 
agreement. {Sreemutty Anundn- 
moliey Doasee v. Doe devi. The Eaat 
India Company] - - - - 43 

EQUITABLE RELIEF. 

Held, that if property said to have 
been concealed by a husband had 
been purchased by him out of 
moneys belonging to his wife’s 
separate estate, which was clothed 
with a trust for the children of the 
marriage, the wife’s remedy was, 
to enforce her own and children’s 
rights by Bill, to compel a settle- 
ment of any property improperly 
withheld by the husband at the 
date of the execution of the agree- 
ment. [Gregory v. Cochrane] 275 

See “ Ejectmekt.” 

“ Family areanqbuent. ” 
ESCHEAT. 

The estate of a Hindoo of the Brah- 
min caste, dying vrithout heirs, 
escheats to the Crown as the 
Sovereign power in British India. 

An estate taken by escheat is subject 
to the trusts and charges, if any, 


previously affecting the estate. 
[The Collector of Masulipatom v. 
Cavaly Vencata Narrainapah] 500 
Exposition of the law of escheat laid 
down in the Mitaschara, ch. ii., sec. 
vii., art. 5, and the passages there 
cited, where it is said “Never shall 
a King take the wealth of a Priest, 
for the text of Menu (ix. 189) for- 
bids it. ‘The property of a Brah- 
viana shall never be taken by the 
King; this is fixed law.’ And also 
referring to Narada, where it is de- 
clared that ‘If there be no heir of a 
Brahmana's wealth, on his demise, 
it must be given to a Brahmana, 
otherwise the King is tainted with 
sin.’ ” Held by the Judicial Com- 
mittee, overruling the decision of 
the Sudder Court at Madras, that 
the title of the Crown by es- 
cheat to property of a Brahmin 
dying without heirs, subject to the 
duty and trust impressed prevailed 
against any claimant who could 
not show a paramount title. 

Scmble. There is no distinction in 
this respect between Sacerdotal 
Brahmins and the ordinary mem- 
bers of that caste. 

Wliere the Crown takes by escheat 
for want of heirs, it has the same 
right to impeach an unauthorized 
alienation by the widow, which the 
heirs of the husband, had there 
been any, would have had. 

See “ Widow,” 3. 

ESTOPPEL. 

Circumstances in which it was held 
that a Government Officer had no 
authority to waive the rights to 
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. ^hich tlie Goverumeut might be 
entitled by eaclieat, ai»d that a 
decree founded thereon by a com- 
petent Court in India did not 
operate as an estoppel. [The Col- 
lector of MaeuUpotam v. Cavaly 
Vencata Narrainapah] * 529 

EVIDENCE. 


Although the evidence of ^Yitness3 
for the Defendants as to possession 


is of no better character than those 
produced by the Plaintiff an to dis- 
position, yet it lies on the Plaijitiff 
to make out his case, and, as the 
probabilities were against disposi- 
tion, it was held by the Judicial 
Committee, affirming the judgment 
of the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut, 
that the Plaintiff had failed to 
prove the fact of the dispossession 
of the Defendants, which was ne- 
cessary to maintain the suit. {Ma- 
harajah Koowur Baboo Nitra^ntr 
Singh v. Baboo Nund Loll iStn^h] 

199 

See New Trial.” 

Pleawnos,” 1. 


PAMILY ARRANGEMENT. 


Speeifle performance decreed of ai 
agreement in the English form 
^Hade between husband and 
(Annenian Christians), in tb< 
natnre of a family compromise 
reapeetiiiig the wife's separate pro 





li’ fba aviiwer of the wife it was 


alleged, that property purchased 

bv the husband had been concealed 

bv him from her when she executed 
♦ 

the agreement ; held in the eir- 
i-umstances, tliat that fact if proved 
was not sufficient to entitle the 
wife to treat tim agreonent as a 
nullity. [Cregoiy v. Cochrane] 

275 


PRAT’D. 

Sir ” Compromise,” 1. 

“ Equitable relief.” 

GIFT 
To Idol. 

Spc “ Will,” 1. 

GOVERNMENT OFFICER. 

The acts of a Government Officer 
l>ind the Government only when 
he is acting in the discharge of a 
certain duty within the limits of 
his authority, or if he exceed that 
authority when the Government 
in fact or in law directly or by im- 
plication ratifies the excess. 

Circumstances in which it was held 
that a Government Officer had no 
authority to waive the rights to 
which the Goveriinjent might be 
entitled by escheat, and that a 
decree founded thereon by a Court 
in India did not operate as an es 
top]>el against the Crown. {The 
Collector of Maaalipatam v. Cavaly 
Veneata Norrainapah.] ■ ■ 529 
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HINDOO LAW. 

1. By tJie Hindoo law, no words of 

inheritance are necessary to pass 
the freehold of land to the heirs. 
{Sreemutty Anundomohey Dossee 
V. Doe dem. The East India Com- 
pany] 43 

2. Although the Courts in India re- 
cognize the power of a Hindoo to 
make a Will, yet the extent of the 
power of disposition by a Testator 
is to be regulated by the Hindoo 
law, and cannot interfere with a 
widow’s right to proper mainte- 
nance. 

A gift to family idol upheld. • 

One of the sons of a Testator died, 
leaving three sons, one of whom 
also died without issue, leaving a 
widow. Held, that the direction 
contained in the Will that the pro- 
perty should go in the male line, 
did not exclude the widow of the 
grandson of the Testator, and that 
the widow was entitled to a third 
share of a fourth part of the pro- 
perty and accumulation, without 
prejudice to her rights as a Hindoo 
widow, when, the property should 
be divided. [Sonatun Bysack v. 
Sreemuity Juggutsoondree Dossee] 

66 

3. Where a party had agreed to remit 
part of his demand on condition of 
receiving payment on specified 
days, or in default that the re- 
mitted sum was to be paid, and 
there was nothing in the agree- 
ment which made the payment of 
the instalments on the days fixed 


the essence of the contract, the 
Judicial Committee refused to 
apply the technicalities of the 
English law with respect to breach 
of contracts to such an agreement, 
[.ffflm Gopal Mookerjea v. Masseyk] 

239 

4. 27., an Englishman, had five 
children by two native Hindoo 
women, one of whom was of the 
Brahmin caste, a married woman, 
though living apart from her hus- 
band. The five children were 
brought up as Hindoos, and lived 
together as a joint family. E. by 
his Will devised an estate to the 

' five illegitimate children in equal 
shares: Held, 

First, that the illegitimate children 
were to be considered as Hindoos, 
and their rights governed by that 
law; 

Second, that being children of a 
Christian father by different Hin- 
doo mothers, although constituting 
themselves co-parceuers in the en- 
joyment of the property after the 
manner of a joint Hindoo family, 
yet that the partnership so consti- 
tuted differed from the co-partner- 
ship of a joint Hindoo family as 
defined by the Hindoo law; and 
that, at the death of each son, his 
lineal heirs representing their 
parent would be entitled to enter 
into that partnership. 

Quaere. Whether such right of in- 
heritance enures to collaterals f 

A suit was instituted by one of the 
illegitimate children against hia 
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brothers for partition of tlic estate 
left them by H. A deed of 
RazecnanuiU was afterwards en- 
tered into by the parties, by which 
the shares and the amo’juts to be 
paid to each were ascertained, and 
provision made against alienation 
by sale, mortgage, lease, or secu- 
rity of any separate share. Held, 
that this deed did not affect the 
right which each co-sharer had to 
alienate by Will. {Myna Boyee v. 
Ootaram] 4 qq 

3. Itcstrictioiis imposed by the Hin- 
doo law on a widow ’s power of 
alienation of her husband’s estate 
who dies without heirs. [The Col- 
lector of MamlipaUim v. Cavaly 
Vencata Narrainapah.] - . 529 

See “ Escheat,” 3. 

” Widow.” 

Will.” 

IKRARNAMAH. 

Bee ” Compromise.” 3. 

” Sale,” 3. 

illegitimate children 

Of a Christian father by Hindoo 
women were brought up as Hin- 
doos. Hold, that their rights were 
governed by tlio Hindoo Uw. 
[Myna Boyce v, Oolarant] . 400 
Bee ” Hindoo Law,” 4. 

INFANTS. 

The interests of infanta being ma- 
terially a/fected, an appeal dis- 

VIII— 73 


missed for want of prosecution 
under Rule V. of the Order in 
Council of 13th June, 1853, re- 
stored. [Sance Birjobuttce v. Pur- 
laub Shiff] 160 

Sec ” Manager.” 


INHERITANCE. 

Sec ” Hindoo Law,” 1, 4. 

” AIahomedan Law,” 1. 


INSOLVENT. 

Under the Imperial Statute, llth 
& 12th Tict., e. 21, I'clatiiig to 
Insolvent debtors iu India, the 
Assignees have a riglit to subse- 
quently-acquired property of an 
Insolvent, unless the Insolvent 
has oblaiiicd a certificate and dis- 
eharge, but this title of the As- 
signees is subject to two qualifi- 
cations— first, when the Insolvent 
has acquired property subject to 
hens aud obligations; iu such a 
case the property taken is subject 
to tbe equities aud charges which 
affect It ill the haiids of the In- 
solvent; and, secondly, when the 
limolvciit tarries on trade at a 
subsequent period, with the assent 
the Assignees, the property 
whicli is acquired iu the subse- 
qucMt trade will be subject it, 
to the charge, of creditors 

priority to the 
claim of the Assignees. 


An uucertificated Insolvent bor- 
roHe<l money for the purpose of 
purchasing goods to carry on « 
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hiisiiH’SR, an«l. in order to secure 
Uio ndvnnccs made, gave a Boml 
and agreed^ iu writing, to execute 
a mortgage of the goods so pur- 
ehased to the lender to secure re- 
payment. He afterwards oxc- 
eulcrl an assignment of the goods 
for that purpose. The business 
was carried on with the knowledge 
of, and without any objection by, 
the Official Assignee. The lender 
never had possession of the goods 
assigned to him by the Insolvent, 
and the same remained in pos- 
session of the Insolvent until Ins 
death. Held (reversing the dc- 
fiec <»f the Su])iemc Court at 
Madras)^ that the Insolvent’s after- 
acquired property was subject to 
the lien of the lender, and that 
such lion was paramount to any 
claiin of the Official Assignee 
tinder the insolvency. [Kerakoose 
V. Broots] - 339 

t * 

INTEREST. 

J. The purchaser was kept out of 
the annual poyment for upwards 
of twenty yearsi the Government' 
being in' receipt of the Toras f/aras. 
Held further (in the absence of 
evidence that such annua) pay- 
ments had been paid into Court), 
that the purchaser was entitled to 
simple interest at the rate allowed 
by the Courts in India on the 
arrears due ’when the suit was 
brouglit, and on cadi subsequent 
payment when it accrued due. 
{Sumbhoolall Girdhiirlall v. The 
Collector of Surat] ... I 


I. In calculating the apiiealaMe 
value, interest given by the decree 
is to be added to the principal. 
[Maharajah Sutteeechundcr Jtoy 
V. Guncechundcr] .... 164 

IRREGULARITY, 

In form of trial. 

See ** New Trial.” 

ISSUES, 

Tor trial. 

See ” Points recorded by the 
COLUT. ’ ’ 

JOINT FAMILY. 

\ dinsion of income arising out of a 
Testator’s estate among the mem- 
bers of the family after the Testa- 
tor’s death does not constitute a 
division of the family. [5o«a(«n 
Bysaok v. Srecmutly Jugyutsoondree 

Dosaee] --•-••• 66 

$ 

See “ Hindoo Law',” 4 . 

” Will,” 1 . 

JURISDICTION. 

A contract was entered into at Hut- 
lam, in the independent State of 
Malwa, between the firm of L., 
who resided and carried on business 
at Mallra, w.ithin the jurisdiction of 
the Zillah Court at A^fra, and the 
firm of 7,., carrying on business 
at RuUam, and elsewhere; for the 
establishment of a co-partuership 
for the purchase and sale of opluiB. 


I 
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Tlie cQ'partiicrsliip business was ' 
carried on principally at Muttra, 
and the business was conducted 
there by means of the capital ad* 
vanced in the concern, by the firm 
of L., in which place the partner- 
ship books were kept. At the 
close of the partnership, which was 
attended with loss, a balance was ' 
struck at Muttra, which showed a 
debt due by the firm of Z. to the 
firm of //. lu an action brouglit 
by the firm of L. against the firm 
of Z. in the ZilUth Court of Agra, 
for recovery of the amount of this 
balance, it was pleaded by Z. that 
as the contract was made at Rut- 
lam, nhere the firm resided, tlie 
Zillah Court at Agra had, by Ben. 
Reg. II., of 1803, no jurisdiction 
to eutertain the action, whicli ob- | 
jection the Zillah Court allowed, 
and afterwards the Sadder Court 
at Agra, on appeal, sustained, 
l-pon appeal such decision was re- 
versed by the Judicial Committee, 
on the ground that the cause of 
action arose in Muttra, and was, by 
Ben. Reg. II., of 1803, within the 
jurisdiction of the Zillah Court of 
Agra. j 

First, because Mullra w'as the esta- 
blished place of business of the 
co-partnership, where the books 
wore kept, for tlie purpose of the 
partners asecrtainhig the state of 
tlie transaettous between them, 
and 

ftceuiidly, as It was there that the 
belauce was struck, and payment 
of the bnlunco due. [lAiekmee 
Chtfiici V. Zoravur JfuRJ • • 291 


KISTBUNDY. 

See Bond/' 2. 

LACHBS. 

See Action," 2. 

“ Costs, " '4. 

“ Sale," 1. 

LEASE. 

See ‘‘ Registhation. " 

" TKNtKK," 2. 

LEAVE TO APPEAL. 

Sec ** Afi’Eal, " 1. 

" Appealadle valx;e." 

LEGITIMACy. 

Sec “ Mahomedan Law," j 

lex loci CONTRACTUS. 

See ** JURIUDICTION." 

LIEN, 

Of creditor. 

See “ Insolvent." 

limitation of suits. 

1. l>ecreea were made in tlio year 
1810 , iu suits resi>ccting Imuiii* 
dsrics of ccrUin UoueaJts in hvg 
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Znixindariat, and the boundary 
line determined. In 1845 a suit 
was brought by the representatives 
of one of the parties in the above 
suits to recover land alleged to be 
part of one of these MouzaJis, 
rvhieh land it was admitted by tho 
riaiiitiff that the Defendants had 
been in possession of since the 
year 1834. It was pleaded in de- j 
fence, first, that the land claimed 
was Avithin the boundary declared i 
‘ by the decrees of 1816 to belong j 
to the Defendants; and, secondly,; 
that the Plaintiff, or those under 
whom he claimed, had been in 
possession for upAvards of twelve ' 
vears, and that the cause of action : 
Axas consequently barred by Ben. ; 
Reg. III. of 1793, sec. 16. In such j 
circumstances it Avas held that the 
issue of possession aa'ss the first 
point to be considered, and that 
such issAAe Avas Avholly independent 
of the question of boundary. i 
Held further, that as the Plaintiff 
sought to disturb the possession of 
tho Defendants, admitted by him j 
to have existed for eleven years, 
but which the Defendants alleged 
was a much longer period, the 
0/1 (/« [Kobandi was upon the Plain- 
tiff, to remove tho bar to the action 
by Ben. Reg. III. of 1793, sec. 16, 
by satisfactory proof that the cause 
of action accrued to him oil a dis- 
possession, tAvclvc years before the 
commcncciuent of tlic suit, and 
that he, or some person through 
whom he claimed, was in posses- 
sion during that period; and that 
^0 j)roof of auteiior title in bis 


favour, such as would be involved • 
in the boundary question, could 
relieve him from this onua, or shift 
the 0 H«^ on the Defendants, by 
compelling them to prove the time 
and manner of possession. 

Although the evidence of witnesses 
for the Defendants as to posses- 
sion is of no better character than 
those produced by the Plaintiff as 
to dispossession, yet it lies on the 
Plaintiff to make out his case; and 
as the probabilities of the case in 
this instance Averc against dispos- 
session, it Avas held by the Judicial 
Committee, affirmiug the judg- 
ment of the Sudder Dewanny 
Adawhii, that the Plaintiff had 
failed to proA'e the dispossession of 
the Defendants, Avhich Avas neces- 
sary to maintain the suit. [Ifa/m- 
rajah Koowttr Baboo Nitrasur 
Singh v. Baboo Loll Singh] 199 

2. Under the provisions of the Sta- 
tute, 3rd & 4th Will. IV., c. 41, 
and the Order in Council of the 
4th Sejytcmbcr, 1833, an appeal 
from . tlic Sadder Court in India 
Avas brought to a hearing by the 
East India Company, before the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, and, by an Order in Couu- 

i 

j cil made on tho appeal in 1836, 

! the costs incurred in prosecuting 
j the appeal were directed to bo 
i paid to the East India Company 
! by the respective parties ^ the 
appeal, or their representatives, as 
provided by the Order in Council 
! of the 18th of N^ovember, 1833. On 
I a suit brought by the Government 
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in 1852, against the representa- 
tives of one of the parties to the 
appeal, to recover part of the costs 
incurred by the East India Com- 
pany in bringing the appeal to a 
hearing. Held, 

First, that the recovery of the costs 
incurred bv the East ludia Com- 

a 

pany, being in the character of 
agents to prosecute the dormant 
appeal, under the Statute, 3rd & 
4th IV., e. 41, sec, 22, and 

Order in Council of the 4th of Sep- 
iember, 1833, did not constitute a 
" public right within the i)roTi- 
sions of el. 2, sec. 2, of Ben. Reg. 
II. of 1805, whici) gives the Go- 
vernment a period of si.xty years 
for bringing a suit; and, 

Secondly, tliat the claim was barred 
by Bee. U of Ben. Reg. III. of 
1793, and the Court in India pro- 
hibited from entertaining the suit, 
as it had not been brought within 
twelve years, tlie time limited by 
that Regulation. [The Govern- 
■nient of Bengal v. Muesumat Shur- 

fvfutoonnisea} , . . 225 

3. A suit was instituted in 1827 by 
against B., to recover a oioiaty 
of real estate in the posseseiou of 
In the year 1829 the suit was 
compromised and a partition agreed 
npon. The Baeeenamah, or deed of 
compromise, provided that, in the 

•rent of either of the parties not 
•greeing to act according to the 
terpm of /Uie compromise, the Court 
Ni . ^ enforea the same. B. re- 
to cany out the agreement, 
A. appUed to the Court to 

Q Q 


oiiforce the compromise ; tho Sud- 
der Court in 1832 confirmed tlie 
agreement, and ordered possession 
to be given to A., directing tho 
suit to be struek off the file. No 
directions were given by the order 
of tho Court respecting tho mesne 
profits. In the same year A. pre- 
sented a i)ctition to the StiddeT 
Court, fouuded ou tho order for 
poesessiou, for TTasilat or mesue 
profits of his share of the real 
estate. This petition came before a 
siugle Judge of tho Sudder Court, 
who made an order awarding Wasi- 
hit from the d.ate of the decision of 
tlie Court to tho date of posses- 
siou. This order Mas appealed 
from, and, in the year 1833, the 
Sudder Court held that the order 
of a single .Judge decreeing Wasi- 
hi was ultra vires. In consequence 
of this decision, A. brought a re- 
gular suit against B. for Wasiht. 
Ill defence it was pleaded that tho 
Plaintiff's claim was barred by 
Ben. Reg. HI. of 1793, sec. 14, as 
the mesue profits claimed accrued 
beyond twelve years from the date 
of the institution of the suit. The 
Sudder Court deeidod, that, in the 
circunistauces, the Regulation did 
not apply. 8ucli decree affirmed 
on appeal, by the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council, by 
rcasoic — 

First, that the cause of action did 
not arise upon the euit instituted 
iu 1827, or upon tho agreement to 
compromise; and 

Secondly, that the conduct and acts 
of A.f from the date of the Order 

2 
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striking the cause off the file of 
the Suddcr Court, in endeavouring 
to^’reeover the Wasilat, showed an 
intention to carry out the compro' 
misc, and the proceedings before I 
the Court to recover the same took 
the case out of the operation of 
Ben. Reg. III. of 1793, sec. 14. 
[Doaj'gapersaud Boy Chotvdry v. 
Torapenand Boy Chowdry] - 308 


MAHOMRDAN LAW. 

1. By the Mahomedan law, the legi- 
timacy of a child of Mahomedan 

to 

parents may he presuii»ed, or in- 
ferred from circumstauces, without 
any direct proof cither of a mar- 
riage between the parents, or of 
any formal act of legitimation. 

Iji the absence of evidence or cir- 
cumstances sufficient to found such 
_n presumption or inference, a claim 
by a party, as a legitimate son, to 
share in an intestate’s estate, dis- 
missed. [Mahomed Bauker Soos- 
sain Khan Bahadoor v. Shurfoon 
Nissa Begum] .... 136 

2. Provision is made by the Maho- 
medan law for divorce in either of 
the two forms. First, Talak, and 
secondly, Khoolo. 

A divorce by Talal' is the mere arbi- 
trary act of the husband, who may 
repudiate his wife >vith or wtliout 
cause ; but in a divorce of that 
kind the husband is liable to repay 
dyn-mohr, or the wife’s dower, and 


Semble, also to give up her jewels 
and paraphernalia. 

A Khoola divorce is with the consent 
and at the instance of the wife, 
for which she gives a consideration 
to lier husband for release of the 
marriage tie. 

Xon-payment of the consideration- 
money by the wife does not inva- 
lidate such a divorce. 

Divorce by Talnl- is not complete 
and irrevocable by the single de- 
claration of the husband, but a 
Khoola divorce is at once complete 
and irrevocable from the moment 
the husband repudiates the wife, 
and a separation takes place. 

Suit by divorced wife against her 
husband to recover her dyn-mohr 
on the allegation that her husband 
had dissolved the marriage “by 
divorcing her,’’ and had obtabied 
from lier by force and duresse two 
instruments, first, an Ihranamah, 
or release of her dyn-mohr, and 
secondly, a Khoolanamah, or deed 
securing her liusband the stipu- 
lated consideration to be paid by a 
wife in a case of Khoola divorce. 
In his answer, the husband denied 
that a Talal- divorce had taken 
place, and in order to bar her 
claim to dower upon that form of 
divorce, set up the Ihranamah and 
Khoolanamah. Held,. 

First, that as it appeared from the 
eWdence that the deeds were ob- 
tained by force and duresse, they 
could not be supported; aud 

Secondly, that upon the admission in 
the answer of a divorce it must be 
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presumed ae a fact, that a divorce 
of some kind had taken place, aud 
that in the circumstances it was a 
Taldk and not a Khoola divorce, 
according to wliich tlie <Uvorced 
wife was entitled to recover her 
dyn'mohr. \ }[oonMhee Biipul'Ul- 
Haheem v. Luteef»t-oo7)‘yhs<i] 379 

MATNTENANCK 

Of Hindoo widow. 

/. See “ Hindoo Law,’^ 2. 

MALE HEIRS. 

See " Escheat.^’ 

Will," 1. 

I 

MALICE. 

See " Action," 1. 

MANAGER. 

1- A bond, executed by a Hindoo 
widow and guardian of an adopted 
son, during his minority, the object 
of which was, first, to pay off a \ 
debt due by her deceased husband, 
charged upon the Zemindary, and 
next to discharge certain debts 
contracted by her in the manage- 
ment of the Zemindary, the vali- 
dity of which was recognized by 
the adopted son after he became 
upheld: without determin- 
the <tuestion raised of the 
power of a Hindoo widow, as 


guai-dian of a minor, to create a 
charge on tlie Zemindary during 
the minority of her adopted son. 
[Chetty Colam Comara VencatU’ 
cheUu Jfeddyer v. Sungasawviy 
Streemanih Jyengar Bahadoor] 

310 

2. A Hindoo Testator, by his Will, 
i empowered his Executor and guar- 

I 

di.nn of his infant children, who 
was also maiiagor of his Zemin' 

\ dory, to charge the same for pay. 

, ment of dcbt.s and advances during 

i his children’s minority, and di- 
! rected that wlien the children 

came of age they should repay 
I the ainoiiiit raised. The Executor 

t 

l»f>rro\\oil of H banking firm money 
for payment of Government re- 
vtnnie, and gave l^onds charging 
the Zrmiiuhny %vith the sums so 
borrowed. On tl>e children coining 
of ago they executed u Kistbnndy, 
for ri'pjiymeat by instnlmonta of 
tlie amount tlion due. This in- 
strmnonl they afterwards repu- 
diated, Olid on a suit being brought 
against them by the lender upon 
the Kinthundy, in defence they not 
only denied the existence of the 
Bond, but charged the lender with 
fraudulently colluding with the 
Executor in obtaining the loan, 
and granting a lease to a nominee 
of the lender at an inadequate rcut. 
Held,— 

First, that the Executor had power 
under the Will to cliurge the Ze- 
inindary with advances made for 
tlie purposes of the Zeniitidary. 
Secondly, that, as a question of fact, 
the Ki.tthundy was established, 
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Thirdly, that the r-?medj of the De- 
fendants was to have instituted a 
suit against tlielr guardian for an 
acpount, charging collusion be- 
tween him and the lender, so as to 
investigate the transactions which 
had taken place, and ascertain 
what was the amount duo. [Go* 
laub Koonn'urrep Bchee v. Efihan 
Chinnier Chowdhonree] - • 447 

MARRIAGE. 

See Mahomedan I^aw,*^ 1. 

MILITARY SERVICES. 

See Tenure,” 2. 

NEW TRIAL. 

A preliminary objection was taken in 
the Sudder Court to a decree of the 
Principal Stiddcr Ameen, on the 
ground that the Sudder Ameen had 
omitted to draw up the issues in 
the suit as required by sec. 10 of 
Ben, Reg. XXVI. of 1814. This 
objection was held fatal, and the 
Sudder Court remitted tlie suit to 
the Lower Court with directions to 
lay down the suit in a regular way, 
and to try and determine the suit 
de novo. The Principal Sudder 
Ameen accordingly prepared the 
proper issues, and ordered that the 
parties should be called upon for 
their proofs. The Plaintiff did not 
go into fresh evidence, but prayed 


for judgment on the evidence al- 
ready given, and upon the former 
evidence taken the Principal Sud- 

I 

der Ameen made a decree against 
the Plaintiff. 

Held upon appeal by the Judicial 
Committee,— 

Pirst, llmt if thi.s mode of trial was 
iiTCgul.Tf, the Plaintiff had no just 
ground of complaint, as the irrogu* 
larity was committed at his in* 
stance, or with his consent. 

Second, that a suspicion, however 
probable, in the mind of a Judge 
that a party who has failed to 
prove his case, might be more suc- 
cessful on a fuller investigation, 
does not constitute a sufficient 
ground for directing a new trial. 
{Maharajah Koowur Baboo Nitra- 
sur Singh v. Baboo A’nnd Loti 
Singh] 199 

ONUS PROBANDL 
See ‘ ‘ Evidence. ’ ' 

” LlMlT.ATION OF SUITS,” 1. 

OPINIONS 

1. Of Native law Officers upon refer- 
ence by the Court, necessity of 
being clear and specific. [Myna 
Boyce v. Ootaram] .... 400 

2. The rule laid down in the case of 
Myna Boyee v. Ootaram, ante, 
p. 400, that an opinion of the 
Pundits apparently discordant from 
works of current and established 
authority upon Hindoo law, given 
in the absence of authorities or 
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ol local usage, is not to be re- 
ceived as conclusive upon the 
' questiou at issue, approved of. 
[Tfcc Collector of Maeulipaiain v. 
Cavaly Vencata NarraiTUipah] 529 

See ** Rtsperenor to Native Law 

OrpiOERs.*' 

ORDERR IN COUNCIL, 

Of the 4th September, 1833, respect- 
ing dormant appeals taken up bv 
the East India Company. 

See “Limitation op suits/' 2. 

Of the 10th of April, 1838, respect- 
ing appealable value. 

See “Appealable Value," pastsim. 
“ Costs," 6. 

Of the 13th June, 1853, respecting 
dismissal of appeal for want of 

prosecution. 

See “Practice," 4. 


OUDE. 


See “ Appeal," 1. 


PARTNERSHIP. 


Business carried on in diflferent 

< 

countries. Action ' brought where 
balance struck. [Luclcmee Chund 
V. Zorawur Mull] - - - 291 



Bee * * j uRiSDicnoN. ' * 

PROPERTY. 


PAYMENT, 

By instalmeuts on specified dates, or 
in default the remitted money' to 
be paid, what amount to default. 
[Sam Gopal MooVerjea v. Mas- 
seyTc"] 239 


PLEADINGS. 

1. The Smliler Beivanny Adawlvt, 

at Madras, dismissed a suit on the 

« 

ground that tlic facts disclosed a 
case of champerty; a question not 
raised by the pleadings, or in the 
Court below. Held by the Judicial 
Committee, that as that objection 
was not raised, or the points re- 
corded by the Court, as required 
by yfadras Reg. XV. of 1816, sec. 
10, cl. 3, the dismissal upon snch 
ground could not be maintained, 
.'»s the objection, founded upon the 
Engliali doctrine of champerty, 
ought not to be noticed by the 
Court upon a mere inference 
ni'ising incidentally from the evi- 
dence in the .suit. [Fischer v. 
Kamala Naicher] • - • 17® 

2. Effect of pleading a divorce by 
Khola to a suit by a wife for her 
dower whore a TaJak divorce was 
established. [MoonsJiee Buzul-uh 
Raheem v. Luteefui-oon-Nissn] 379 




POINTS 

RECORDED BY THE COURT. 

1. The sitting Judge ui>on nn appeal, 
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ficting uiidei’ the Act, No. III. of 
1843, then in t'oree, amended the 
certificate of the points nt issue in 
the j)rocceclings befove the ZiUah 
Judge by adding further points. 
Upon the proceedings coining be- 
fore tiie full Court of the Sudder 
Denuiiini/ .idaivhti, that Court 
ordered the certificate to be furtlier 
amended. After the.se proceedings 
had taken place, Act, No. XVI. of 
18r)3, was passed, whereby the 
.^ct, No. ni. of 1843, relating to 
special appeals, was repealed. By 
section 3 of the Act, No. XVI. of 
18r)3, power was given to the Sud- 
der Pcwonnn Adnirfiit to determine 
appeals without reference to the 
points certified. Held, that under 
that Act, the whole subject at issue 
at the last hearing upon appeal was 
open to the iS'u<Wci' Court’s consi- 
deration. ISumbhoolaU Girdkiir’ 
Udi V. The Collector of Surat] - 1 

2. The Sadder Dewanuy Adawlut 
at lifadros, dismissed a. suit on the 
ground, that the facta disclosed a 
case of champerty; a question not 
raised by the pleadings, or in the 
Court below. Held by the Judi- 
cial Committee, that as that objec- 
tion was not raised, or the points 
recorded by the Court, as required 
by ^fadr^s Reg. XV. of 1816, sec. 
10, cl. 3, the dismissal upon such 
ground could not be maintained, 
as the objection founded upon the 
Uiiglish doctrine of champerty, 
ought not to be noticed by the 
Court upon a mero inference 
arising incidentally from the evi- 


dence in tlic suit. [Fisehcr v. 
Kamala Xaicker] - - • 170 

3. .V preliminary objection was taken 
in the Sadder Court to a decree of 
the Principal Sadder Anieen, on 
the ground that the Sadder Ameen 
had omitted to draw up the issues 
in the suit as required by sec. 10 
of Tim. Reg. XXVT. of 1814. 
This objection was hold fatal, and 
the Sadder Court rciuittod tlic suit 
to the Lower Court, with directions 
to lay down the issues in a regular 
way, and to try and determine tlie 
s>iit de aoro. [Maharajah Koowur 
Baboo Nitrasur Singh v. Baboo 
Xaiid T^oU Singh] - - - 199 

See “ Nkw Trial.” 

POSSESSION. 

A dceretal order directed possession 
only. A single Judge held not com- 
petent to innke a supplemental 
order thereon giving ira.-n/at. 
[J)oorgaper.saad Bog Chowdry v. 
Taraperitaud Boy Chowdry] 308 

PRACTICE. 

1. Costs both in England and India 
given upon a reversal of an appeal. 
[SumbhoohU CirdharlaU v. The 
CoUeclor of Sarat] . - . . i 

2. .Tudgment of the (‘ourt below 
affirmed, without prejudice to 
equitable rights. [Sreemutty Anun- 
domohey Dossee v. Doe dc»i. The 
Kant India Company] • • - 43 
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3. In an action the Court at Calcutta 
gave damages, the amount of which 
was under the appealable value pre- 
scribed by the Caloutta charter. 
As an important point of law was 
involved, special leave to appeal 
was upon petition granted. \Itogers 

V. Jfojendro pMtf] • • - 103 

4. A))poal dismissed for want of pro- 
secution, under Rule V. of the 
Order in Council of the 13th of 
1853, restored, under cir- 
cumstances showing that the inter- 
est of infants was materially 
affected; but upon condition, that 
the appeal should be prosecuted 
within a given time. 

The security entered into in the Sitd- 
dcr Court for tlie costs of api)eal to 
England is vacated by the dismissal 
oonsoqneiit uimu uon-prosecutioii 

of (Jtc appeal within the proscribed 
time. 

When an appeal is restored fresh 
security will be ro<|iiired to ])o de- 
posited ill Ihigland. [Fanec Bir- 
jobuttee V. Tcrtanh Sing] - 160 

6. By a decree of the Sudder Court 
the principal sum decreed was 
under Rs. 10,000, but the Court 
also decreed interest. Held, tliat 
in calculating the appealable value, 
interest was to be added to the 
principal. {Malu^rajah Suttee- 
eehundcr Hoy v. Crunegchunder] 164 

6. An estate, the subject of the suit, 
was eliurgeil with « txed annual 
quit-rent of Rs. 64, which the 
Suddrr Court decreed with a de- 


claratioii of the right of the 
Plaintiff to an enhanced rent of 
Rs. 822. 13a. Held, thatt! the 

value of the subject-matter in 
suit, in the circumstances, ought 
to be estimated as amounting to 
Rs. 10,000, and, upon special 
petition, leave to appeal granted. 
j’Sf/Ti’' MuHy Jianre Sitrnomoyee v. 
Mahm-njah Sndeeselntndrr Hoy] 

165 

7. Mode of estimating the appealable 
value. Interest given by decree to 
be .added to the principal. 

Whether iuterest subsequent to the 
date of the decree can be added, is 
a question for the discretion of the 
.Tudicial Committee. [Oooroopersad 
Khoond v, Juggutchundcr'] - 166 

8. Whore an appeal was affirmed 
upon wliolly different grounds 
from those relied upon by the 
Court below, tlie dismissal was 
ordered to be without costs. 
\FUciin- V. Kamala Naiclcer] 170 

9. An Order in Council, inaAe upon 

an rx-partc application granting 

special leave to appeal upon an 

allegation as to the value of the 

property in dispute rescinded, there 

being omissions in the petition of 

proceedings in the suit, which 

showed the true value of the pro- 
perty. 

Ill ordinary circumstances an Order 
in Council obtained upon an ca:- 
parle petition, which omitted to 
state the tnie facts, will be dis- 
charged with costs; but if there has 
Wi, ineliM in applying to fli,. 


m 
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chnrge the Order on the part of 
the Respondent, no costs will be 
given. [3/o7i»n LnU Soohiil v. 
Bebee 7)o&?] 103 

10. The Respondents appeared by 
Counsel at the hearing to argue 
the appeal, without having lodged 
a printed ease. Their Lordships 
refused to hear the appeal until a 
printod case was lodged. \The 
(iorcniment of Bengal v. Miutaimat 
fihid'mff Htoonn\s.<ia'\ • • • 225 

11. Xo provision by Statute, or Char- 
ter, being luado for appeals to Her 
ilaje.sty in Council from judgments 
of the Court of the Judicial Com- 
missioner of Oude, created on the 
annexation of that Kingdom in the 
year 1858, the Judicial Conimittee, 
to prevent the denial of justice, 
admitted an appeal, under Statute, 
3rd & 4th Trilh IV., c. 41, sec. 4. 
\Sain: Itam v. Azim AH Beg] 270 

12. If botli parties -are dissatisfied 
with a decree of the Court below, 
a cross appeal is necessary. 

An appeal was brought from part of a 
decree. At the heaving, held, that 
although the whole decree was not 
open to the Respondents, who had 
not appealed, yet, in the circum- 
stances, leave to present a cross 
appeal ought to be permitted. 

The Appellants having waived the 
formality of lodging a cross appeal, 
the appeal was heard from the 
whole decree. Boyee v. 

Ootarom] 400 

13. It is the practice of the Judicial 


Committee, in a case of disputed 
fact, Mhen the Courts in India ap- 
pear to have diligently investigated 
the evidenee, aud no palpable mis- 
take is apparent in the apprecia- 
tion by the Court below of such 
evidence, to affirm tho decree ap- 
pealed from' with costs. [CftMn- 
(lermoiiee Debia Chou'^hoorayji v. 
Midiinoheetiee Debia] - • 477 

14. Upon evidence taken in India of 
the value of the property in dis- 
pute, au Order iu Council, which 
rescinded a previous Order allowing 
special leave to appeal on the allega- 
tion of the suppression of material 
facts as to the value, discharged 
and the appeal restored. [.Mohini 
hall Soolul V. Bebee Do.mJ - 492 

15. A cross appeal from a decree of 
the Sadder Dewanny Court in 
India, although not interposed 
within the proper time, admit- 
ted, upon conditions (1), of the 
principal appeal being prose- 
cuted; and (2), that the principal 
aud cross appeals be consoli- 
dated aud heard on one printed 
case, [Omanath Chowdry y. Sheikh 
A^ujeeb Choivdnj] .... 493 

PRESUMPTION 
Of legitimacy. 

See “ Mahomfuax Law,” 1. 

PRINTED CASE. 

See ** Praoticb,” 10. 
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J>UBLICATION i KAZEENAMAH. 


t 


Of notice of execution sale required 
by Ben. Reg. XLV. of 1793, sec. 
12, posted at the house of the 
judgment debtor, though not within 
the ambit of the Bcrgvnnah in 
which the laud to be sold was 
situate, held sufficient. [Znmb v. 
Bejoy Kishen, - • - 427 

See “ Sale,'* 1. 

PUBLIC POLICY. 

AUenatiou of Tora garae is not 
against public policy. [SumhAoo- 
lall Girdhurlall v. The Collector of 
A'urai] 1 

See ‘'Champerty and maintenance.** 

“Registration.** 

“Tenure,** 1. 

PURCHASER, 

Uuder execution sale iu satisfaction 

of decree. 

See “ Sale,” 1. 

“ Tenure/* 1. 

PUTNEE TALOOK. 

ififee “ Sale,*' g. 

RATIFICATION. 

See “ OovERNiiENT OrriCEB.** 

“ Manager.** 


See “ Compromise.’* 

> 

“ Hindoo Law/* 4. 

“ Limitation oy Suits,** 3. 

REFERENCE 

, To the Native Law Officers of the 

Court. 

Where a reference is made by the 
Court to the Native Law Officers 
for an opinion upon a question 
which arises in a suit before the 
Court, the answer to which may 
bind a right, the question sub- 
mitted should embrace all the im- 
portant facts proved or admitted in 
the suit, which may affect the con- 
clusion; and it is the duty of the 
Court itself so to frauic the ques- 
tion, that the Court may elicit an 
opinion upon the very facts upon 
which the legal title depends. If 
tlie facts be not ascertained, but 
stated and disputed, then the 
question should embrace either 
view of the facts. 

When the opinion given is ai>parcutly 
irreconcilable with the opinions of 
approved text-writers on the Hin- 
doo Law, those who give the opinion 
should bo asked to explain that 
'vhich appears, yrima facie, irre- 
concilablc; so that they may show 
on what ground an apparent ex- 
emption from the general law is 
inferred; whether on general cus- 
tom, modifying texts, on local 
usage, family customs, or other 
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exceptional matter. Boyce 

V. Ootarniii] 400 

See “ OriNlON.” 

liEGlSTKATlOK. 

A ptM'pctual lease of a distinct por- 
tion of a Zentindary is not xvitldn 
tlic pionsioiis of section 8 of Mad. 
Keg. XXV. of 1802, and does not 
require rcgisti’ation, as it is not a 
“sale, gift, or transfer” of the 
whole or any portion of the Ze- 
miiidarij. 

Sembfe. 'J'lial section applies only to 
questions between the Zemindar 
and the iTovcrninent, with a view 
to jjievcnt a severance of the Ze- 
mindary without public notice to 
tlie Governnjcnt. [rcnc’o^osu.’tfm 
yeitiayah Kaickcr v. Alagoo Moot- 
too Scrvagaren'\ .... 327 

RESTORATION 
Of appeal. 

See ” Practice,” 4, 14. 

RESULTING TRUST. 

See “ Escheat.” 

RUFFANAMAH. 

I 

See ” COJXPROMISE,” 1. 

I 

I 

SALE. 

I. A suit was brought in 1852, to set 
aside an execution sale made in 
1841, on the ground of irregularity 


in not complying with the provi* 
siinis of Hen. Reg. XLV., sec. 12, 
of 1798, for the due publication 
of the sale. A summary suit, 
under lien. Reg. VII., of 1825, 
see. 5, had been brought shortly 
afttu- tlie date of the sale by the 
judgment debtor, to set it aside, 
on the ground of inadequacy of the 
purchase-money, which suit was 
dismissed. There was no allega- 
tion in that suit of any irregularity 
in the publication of salci It ap- 
peared from the evidence in the 
siut of 1852, that the notice of 
sale was affixed at the dwelling- 
house of the judgment debtor, the 
place where his rents were paid, 
but which was not part of the es- 
tate sold. It was not pleaded in 
the suit of 1852, that there was a 
town or village where the notifica- 
tion could be fi.\'ed as required by 
sec. 12, Ben. Reg. XLV., of 1793. 
The Sndder Dewanny Court held, 
that there had been an irregularity 
in tlie publication of the notice of 
sale, as it was not made within the 
ambit of the estate sold, and set 
the sale aside on that ground. 
Upon appeal, held by the Judicial 
Committee, reversing such decree. 
First, that, as it did not appear that 
there was any town or village 
within the Pergunnah at which 
the notification required by the 
provisions of Ben. Reg. XLV., 
sec. 12, of 1793, could be affixed, 
there had been 110 irregularity in 
posting the notice at tlie house of 
the judgment debtor, so as to 
vitiate the sale, and, 
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Scc'OnOly, that, oven if there had 
heen an informality in that re- 
speet, it ought to have been ob- 
jected to ill tlic summary suit 
brought ill 1841, aud could not be 
opened eleven years aftonvards. 
[L<M»b V. Bejoy Kishen Z>a5i‘] 427 
2. Suit to set aside a sale of Putnee 
2’a/ooA'«, for arrears of rent, on the 
ground of an irregularity in the 
proclamation of sale, as the lease 
was alleged to be held by the 
lessee in Bniamcr, and that the 
proper party’s name did not ap- 
pear, dismissed, the Ihrarnamah 
creating the alleged trust being 
(Icclatcd a forgery. {MuifMuin 4 it 
Kripomoye Delia v. Gcriachunder 
Lahore] 407 

Sec “ RKaiSXRATlOX.” 

“ Tencrk,” 1. 


ShX’URlTY- 
Tor costs of appeal. 
See ** Practice," 4. 


rird & 41h li'Hl. IV., c. 41, see. 4. 
[Salil: Bam v. Azim AH Beg, 270; 
and Noicah Tajdur Bohvo v. Mirsa 
Jcha)i] 274 

See " Practice," 3, 6, 9, 11. 

bPJKCIFIC PERFORMANCE. 

See Family arrangement." 

STAMP EUTIES. 

The jnovisions of Bcu. Keg. X., of 
1829, imposing a stamp duty upon 
plaints in respect of the value of 
the subject-matter sued for, should 
be strictly attended to by the 
Courts in India. [Afohun Lall 
SoolcuU v. Dehcc Z>o.s4,] . . 493 

SUBSEQUENT ACQUIRED 

property. 

Sec “ Insolvent." 


SPECIAL APPEAL. 

1. Although the amount at issue was 
i^Hder Rs, 5 , 000 . tl.c appealable 

'value, a special appeal was, in cir- 
cunistaiues, admitted hy tlic Sad- 
der Dewanny Adawlut from a 
decree of Zniah Court. [Sum- 
blioolall G/rd/;«r«flR v. The Collec- 
tor of Surat] 

2. Prom the Judicial Commissioner 
Of Ondc, allowed under Statute, 


SUMMARY SUIT, 

Under Ben. Reg, VII. of 1825, see. 5, 
to set aside a sale by a judgment 
creditor, for inadequacy of price. 

U^mb V. Bejoy Kiehen Dana] 427 

-li 

See " Sale," 1. 


TENDER. 

See ** Compromise," 3, 
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TENURE. 

1. Toru gams, an aiuiual fixed 
uioncv payment in the nature of 
black mail, is alienable, and sub- 
ject to sale or mortgage like other 
proi>erty. 

Under an execution sale in satisfac- 
tion of a decree, Toru garas was 
sold. The purchaser paid the 
money into Court, which was paid 
out to the judgment creditor, and 
the purchaser had a conveyance of 
the Toros garas executed by the 
Court. The Government in the 
first instance aci^uiesced in the 
sale, but aftern-ards refused to 
register the iiaine of the purchaser 
in their books as aliened, on the 
gioujid that Tora garas was, from 
its nature and on public policy, 
inalienable; nevertheless, they re- 
ceived and applied the accruing 
payments to their own use. In 
a suit brought by the purchaser 
against the Government and the 
judgment creditor, the Sudder 
Court, in the ^rst place, held the 
sale illegal, on the ground of the 
inaJienablc character of Toras 
garas; and, secondly, acting upon 
the maxim ** caveat empfor,” re- 
fused to order the judgment cre- 
ditor to return the puicliase-money. 
Upon appeal, such decree reversed 

by the Judicial Committee, by 
reason, r— 

Uirst, that Tora garas was alienable,' 

and capable of beijtg attached and' 

sold ill satisfaction of a decree ; ! 
and, 

I 

Secondly, that the decree was erro- ^ 

i 


ncous, as it would be manifestly 
unjust to deprive the purchaser of 
the purchase-money in the event 
of tlie sale being treated as a nul- 
lity. [Sumbhoolall Girdhurlall v. 
The Collector of 5uraf] • - l 
2. A Cuttoogooiaga tenure (perpetual 
lease at a low fixed rent payable 
to the Zemindar, granted in con- 
sideration of military services per- 
formed by the ancestors of the 
grantee) of a distinct part of a 
Zemindanj in Madras, upheld. 

Such lease held not to require regis- 
tration. [Veiicataswara Yeitiapah 
Naiekcr v. Jlagoo Mooitoo Serva- 

327 

See “ KEoisTnATioN. * * 


TIME, 

Xu an agreement for loan, considered 
as the essence of the contract. 

See “ Action, 2. 

“ Compromise,*' 2. 


title. 

Sec “ 'toiTtE." 


tora garas huk. 

Sec “ Toure," 1. 


TORT. 

Sec Action," 1. 


'i’RUST. 

iice "Escheat." 
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ULTRA VIRES, 


See *‘Govbenment Officer." 


ITNCERTIPiCATED IJfSOLVENT. 
Effect of subsequent acquired pro- 
perty wlien the business was 
carried on with the knowledge of 

the Official Assignee. [KeraJcoose 
V. Broohs] 

See "Insolvent." 


WASILA^’. 

A single Judge of the Svdder Court 
is not competent to make a supple- 
mental order for TVa-iilai, upon a 
decretal order of the Court merely 
decreeing possession. [Z?oor« 7 a 2 Jcr- 
savd Boy Chowdry v. Terapersaud 
Boy Choivdry] 303 


WIDOW. 

1. By the Hindoo law a Testator 
cannot by Will interfere with a 
widow *s right to a proper maiiitc- 
nance. [Sonatvn Bysack v. Sree- 
mutty Juggutsoondrec Doaseel d6 

See **WiLL," 1. 

2. Widqw and manager's power to 

create a charge upon the Zemin- 
da.ry during the minority of the 
heir. {Cheity Colum Comara Ven- 
catachella Seddyer v. Sajah Bun- 
gaaawmy Streemunth Jyengar Ba- 
Jiadoor} 3^9 

See <^1£anaoeb," 1. 

S'. B/ the Hindoo law of inheritance a 

75 


childless widow takes as heir, but it 
is a special and qualified estate only. 
If there be collateral heirs of the 
husb.nnd the widow cannot alien 
the property, except for special 
purposes, such as for religious or 
charit.able objects, or those acta 
which are supposed to conduce to 
the spiritual welfare of the hus- 
band, in which circumstances she 
has a larger power of disposition 
than that wdiii-h she possesses for 
purely worldly purposes. To sup- 
port an alienation for the latter 
purpose, she must show actual ne- 
cessity. 

The restrictions imposed by the Hin- 
doo hiw on a widow ^s power of 
alienation of her husband ^s estate 
are inseparable from her estate, 
and do not depend on the exist- 
ence of heirs taking at her deaths 
Where the Crown takes by escheat 
for want of heirs, it has the same 
right to impeacJi an unauthorized 
alienation by the widow which the 
heirs of the husband, had there 
been any, would Imre had. [The 
Collector of Maaulipatam v, Ca- 

valy Vencata N^arrainapahJ • 529 

$ 

4 

WIFE »S 

Separate estate. ^ 

See Equitable Relief.*' 

WILL. 

. Although the Courts in India re- 
cognize the power of a Hindoo to 
make a Will, yet the extent of the 
power of disposition by a Testator 
iB to be regulated, the Hindoo 
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iaw, ajKl cainiof interfere witli a 
widow’s rigiit to a proper maintc- 
iiaiiee. 

A Hindoo, by Will, gave all his move- 
able and immoveable jiroperty to 
his family idol; and after stating 
that ho had four sons, ho directed 
that Ilia property should never be 
di\i<led by thorn, their sons, or 
grandsons in succession, but that 
they should enjoy “ the surplus 
proeeeds only and the Will, 
after appointing one' of the sons 
m.'innger to the estate, to attend to 
the festivals and ceremonies of the 
idol and maintain the family, 
further directed that, whatever 
might bo the surplus, after deduct- 
ing the whole of tlie expenditure, 
the same aliould be added to the 
corpus, and in the event of a dis- 
agreement between the sons and 
family, the Testator directed that, 
after the expenses attending the 
estate, the idol, and maintenance 
of the members of the family, wliat- 
ever nett produce and surplus there 
might be, should be divided an- 
nually in certain proportions among 
the members of the family. At 
the date of the Will the family were 
joint in estate, food, and worship. 
The accumulations of the income 
were divided as directed by the 
Will. Held,— 

First, that the bequest to the idol 
was not an absolute gift, but was 
to be construed as a gift to the 
Testator’s four sons and their off- 


spring in the male Hue, as a joint 
family, so long as the family re- 
mained joint, and that the four 
sous were entitled to the surplus 
of the property, after providing for 
the performance of the ceremonies 
and festivals of the idol, and the 
provisions in the Will for main- 
tenance. 

Second, that the fact of the division 
of the income arising out of the 
Testator’s estate among the mem- 
bers of the family after the Testa- 
tor’s death did not constitute a 
division of the family. [Sonatun 
Bysach v. Sreemutty Jugguisoondree 
Dosscel C6 

2. Power by a Hindu to alinate by 
Will. [Myna Boyec v. Ootaram] 

400 

3. An Executor undey a Will of a Hin- 
doo Testator held to have power to 
charge a Zemindary with advances 


made for the purposes of the 
Zemindary. [Golaub Koonwttrrec 
Bchee V. Eshan Chunder Chow- 
dhooree] 447 


ZEMINBARY. 

1. Power of Hindoo "widow to charge 
for debts. [Cheity Colum Comara 
VencatacheJIa Eeddycr v. Eajah 
Eungasawmy Jyengar Bahadoor} 

319 

2. Power of manager to charge under 
authority contained in a Will of a 
Hindoo Testator. [Gotaub Koon- 
wurree Bebee v. Eschan Chunder 
Chowdhooree] - - . - 447 
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